
From: Alice Stehlin <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:45 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

What are you going to do when a drought compels the federal government to shut down drawing 
water out of Lake Powell AFTER you incurred $1.5 Billion in debt and overbuilt in such 
numbers as to exceed the supply of other existing water sources? Why should current citizens 
have to pay to SUBSIDIZE the profit of private property owners, builders and developers who 
should be responsible for sourcing water supplies for developments that exceed current supply? 
A better way would be to cap the number of water meters/supply that will be available and allow 
market forces to determine the price of the meters/supply - this would generate wealth for 
average citizens (heaven forbid) who would be free to sell their meter supply rights to the highest 
bidder. Its a shame that supply and demand only applies when it benefits the rich and well 
connected. The current pipeline plan is a bad deal for the average resident of Washington county. 

Sincerely, 

Alice Stehlin 
dogfurr@yahoo.com 
84790 
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From: Angie Vise <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 8:44 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

The amount of water drained from Lake Powell significantly affects the tourism industry that is 
prevalent in the area. Remove the tourism and you will remove countless tax dollars of revenue 
for the area which will have a greater impact on the public. 

Sincerely, 

Angie Vise 
angieboba@hotmail.com 
84081 
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From: Britney Goodrich <britney.madsen@aggiemail.usu.edu> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 10:17 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline  
 
To whom ever reads this, 
 
Please do not build the lake Powell pipeline on that land.  Our Native American Brothers and 
sisters have already lost so much land and sacred monuments due to the greed of and need of the 
US population.  The Native American people deserve more respect from us then they are 
getting.  There is better ways we can build piplelines than on this sacred ground. 
 
Please reconsider building on this land. 
 
Sincerely  
Britney Goodrich  
 
Sent from my T-Mobile 5G Device 
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From: Celeste Renee Meyeres <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 4:22 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

I am in support of the Lake Powell Pipeline. The arguments against can either be refuted or 
mitigated. 
Thank you, 
Celeste Meyeres 
Kanab City Council 
Kane County 
435-689-0907 

Sincerely, 

Celeste Renee Meyeres 
cricketscreations@live.com 
84741 
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From: Daniel Stock <Daniel.Stock@zionsbank.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 10:31 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP 
Attachments: 0269_001.pdf 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
Please see attached letter in support of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Dan Stock | Zions Bank | Executive Banking | Relationship Manager |  
40 St George Blvd., St George, UT 84770 | NMLS 774205 | 
o: 435-817-4931 | c: 435-817-5117 | f: 855-547-4882 | 
e: daniel.stock@zionsbank.com 

 
 

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS 
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure 
under applicable law. If you are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the 
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the 
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you. 
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June 5, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

Many families living in St. George have ancestors who settled in this region in the mid-1800s. 
The scorching summer heat and lack of culinary water proved to be difficult for our ancestors. 
Fighting against Mother Nature and struggling to find water, these pioneers had to be 
resourceful and independent just to survive. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) represents the collective effort of our residents working together 
with the state to avoid history repeating itself. Most of Washington County residents share a 
view that we can count on less water in the future because of drought and climate change, and 
additional water sources are required to meet the needs of population growth. The LPP 
diversifies the region's water sources, delivering one of the state's most reliable water supplies, 

the Colorado River, to southern Utah. 

The Utah State Legislature was forward-thinking when it passed the 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline 
Development Act authorizing the Utah Board of Water Resources to finance and construct the 
LPP. The Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) has developed a general 
capital project funding strategy to phase in water rates, impact fees and ad valorem (property) 
tax increases to produce sufficient revenue to repay the state. This strategy has the capacity to 
generate an additional $6.12 billion in revenue through 2060 for infrastructure projects, 
including the LPP. These funds will be more than sufficient to fully fund Washington County's 
water infrastructure requirements including the LPP. In addition, the LPP supplies are estimated 
to support the generation of an additional $11 billion in sales tax revenue and $9.4 billion of 
personal income taxes through 2060. 

Bankers are excellent risk managers but also forward looking by nature. Opponents of the LPP 
typically speak to the risks of needing higher water rates to help offset the cost of the LPP, even 
though development impact fees will be the primary funding mechanism for our water district. 
Few mention the risks associated with depending on a single water source of variable quality 
and quantity - the Virgin River basin. The risks of doing nothing cannot be ignored despite the 
difficultly of characterizing their probability. Avoiding water system disruption by investing in 
the LPP is the critical next step for continued economic self-reliance and sustainability for 
Washington County. 
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June 5, 2020 

Page 2 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft environmental impact statement. All of 
us look forward to receiving your Record of Decision notice that allows the state to begin 
construction of the LPP. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Stock 
Executive Banker 
Zions Bank 
Saint George, Utah 
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From: Danny Bruce Wood <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:42 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

How can you say conservation won't work when there has been very little effort in trying it? 
When we walk or ride bikes in the early morning, I see cemeteries, parks, golf courses, and other 
massive lawns being over watered EVERY day. There has been no effort to stop lawns in new 
homes. That should be a given. No effort to increase the cost of water and with the extra income 
from it, offer incentives to remove lawns and "desert-scape" homes. Cities, Counties, golf 
courses, cemeteries, parks should be required to install much more water-conserving systems and 
stop over saturating with water every day. People building new homes should be required to 
desert-scape along with other required water conserving measures. Until at least this much has 
been done, you can't say you've tried conservation at all. You seem to just want to add to our 
already taxes. Family can't even afford to live here one day it is so expensive. This allowed over-
growth is costing us all too much as it is. 

Sincerely, 

Danny Bruce Wood 
danwood1@yahoo.com 
84765 
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From: Dave Platt <plattdr@comcast.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 4:05 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Need for Lake Powell Pipeline? NONE ! 
 

The best solution to the water needs of Washington and Kane Counties is conservation 
not a $1.7 billion pipeline. 

Washington County has one of the highest per capita water use rates in the West (303 
gallons per capita per day) �± more than double what many other western cities use. 
Compare that with desert communities like Tucson, which already is as low as 116 
gallons per capita per day, and Albuquerque, which uses 128 gallons per capita per 
day. A stronger focus on conservation in Washington County for new and existing 
residents, along with reuse and water transfers, provides an incremental way to meet 
new demands, instead of diverting more water from the Colorado River.  

�8�W�D�K�¶�V���/�H�J�L�V�O�D�W�L�Y�H���$�X�G�L�W�R�U���*�H�Q�H�U�D�O���U�H�Y�H�D�O�H�G���Q�X�P�H�U�R�X�V���S�U�R�E�O�H�P�V���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���Z�D�\���W�K�D�W���Z�D�W�H�U��
use data are collected and reported by local communities �± including Washington 
�&�R�X�Q�W�\�����7�K�H���S�U�L�P�D�U�\���F�R�Q�F�O�X�V�L�R�Q�V���R�I���W�K�D�W���D�X�G�L�W���Z�H�U�H���³�7�K�H���8�W�D�K���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���:�D�W�H�U��
�5�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V���G�R�H�V���Q�R�W���K�D�Y�H���U�H�O�L�D�E�O�H���O�R�F�D�O���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���G�D�W�D���´���D�Q�G���³�Z�H���>�W�K�H���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���:�D�W�H�U��
Resources] question the reliability of the divisio�Q�¶�V���E�D�V�H�O�L�Q�H���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���V�W�X�G�\���´���7�K�H��
�V�W�D�W�H�¶�V���I�L�Q�G�L�Q�J�V���F�R�U�U�R�E�R�U�D�W�H���W�K�H���F�R�Q�F�O�X�V�L�R�Q���W�K�D�W���W�K�H���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���G�D�W�D���L�Q���:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q��
County do not prove a need for this pipeline.  

For these reasons conservation is the best solution to the water needs of Washington 
and Kane Counties not a $1.7 billion pipeline. 

Sincerely, 

David R. Platt 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 

---
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From: David Turner <David.Turner@zionsbank.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:01 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter 
Attachments: 0270_001.pdf 
 
Please see attached Letter 
 
 
 
David B. Turner 
Vice President 
St George Financial Center Manager 
40 E. St George Blvd 
St. George, Utah 84770 
435-817-4895 
435-668-2874 (Cell) 
855-547-4882 (Fax) 
NMLS #596187 
david.turner@zionsbank.com 
www.zionsbank.com 

 
 

 
THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS 
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure 
under applicable law. If you are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the 
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the 
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you. 
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June 6, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

Because water is so essential to all aspects of our economy, measuring its economic value is difficult to 
nearly impossible. The economics of our entire region directly or indirectly rely on the output of 
industries for which water is a critical input. While water is a finite resource, water supply cannot be 
treated as a commodity, like factory- produced widgets that can be "manufactured" or delivered on a 
real time basis. But given the increased demand forwaterfrom population growth in southwestern 
Utah, the economic value of water will rise for Washington County residents. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) project has been in the planning and permitting stages for nearly two 
decades. The preliminary design, engineering and economic studies estimate that the LPP will cost 
between $1.0- $1. 7 billion . The state estimates that the investment would support 120,000 jobs, $4.5 
billion in total wages and salaries, and $11 billion in gross metropolitan product. Income tax revenue 
supported by the LPP is estimated to generate over $11 billion, while sales tax revenue is estimated to 
generate over $9.4 billion. 

As important, every sectorofour economy is sensitive to water shortages or supply shocks. The 
economic repercussions of a water supply shock are not hypothetical. One only has to look at the 
situation in Cape Town, South Africa when in 2018 they nearly ran out of drinkable water. 

Washington County has taken a systems approach to planning for increased demands on its water 
infrastructure, which integrates a numberof diverse strategies designed to reduce risk and ensure 
continued prosperity. The comprehensive water plan includes increased conservation, use and 
development of remaining local supplies, willing seller agricultural transfers and the LPP. 

While the LPP will require an investment from the community, running out of water is not cheap. I urge 
the Bureau of Reclamation to complete the final LPP Environmental Impact Statement, issue its Record 
of Decision and help Utah realize the economic benefits derived from its use. 

David Turner, Area President 
Zions Bank 
40 E St. George Blvd 
St. George, UT84770-2854 
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From: dclark@infowest.com 
Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 6:34 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] DEIS Comments/LPP 
 

June 6, 2020  

  

  

  

Mr. Rick Baxte r  

Program Manage r  

Bureau of Reclamatio n  

Provo Area Offic e  

302 East Lakeview Parkwa y  

Provo, UT 8460 6  

  

Dear Mr. Baxter :   

 

 

As one of the 96 Utah legislators who crafted and voted to approve the 2006 Lake Powell 
Pipeline Development Act (Act), I am familiar with the intent and purpose of the legislation. 
The Act, which passed 96 -1, notes that the  state of Utah will finance the Lake Powell 
Pipeline and the water users in Washington and Kane counties will repay the state their 
proportionate costs, with interest.  

The bill had tremendous support because we understood then, just as we do now, that 
wate r is the most precious resource in our state. The state of Utah has a good track record 
of building and financing water projects, During the past 70 years, the state has financed 
more than 1,500 water projects and all of the loans have been repaid.  

Based o n preliminary design and engineering, the Lake Powell Pipeline is roughly estimated 
to cost between $1 to $1.7 billion. An updated cost estimate will be prepared when the 
environmental studies are complete and the route and design are determined.  

0018



The Act a nd policies passed by the Washington County Water Conservancy District clearly 
spell out funding sources for the project. The amount of money that can be raised through 
the various sources is more than adequate to pay for the project and does not place the  
burden of repayment on individual water users. Here are the facts:  

1.  The financing terms of the Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act allow current and 
future generations to equitably share project costs.  

The Act allows the districts to repay the state withi n 50 years of the water delivery. Water 
can be purchased in blocks, so the full cost of the project is added incrementally, as water is 
used.  

This funding model, which was used by the Bureau of Reclamation for the Flaming Gorge 
and Glen Canyon, allows for multiple generations of water users to repay project costs 
rather than burdening the current generation with the full expense. In other words, both 
current and future water users will repay the costs of the LPP.  

2.  There are several ve ry viable sources of revenue to pay the LPP and they would 
more than adequately fund the project. Growth will pay for the majority of the 
project.  

The Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) Board has established that 
the repayment of capital projects, including the LPP, will be paid as follows: 75 percent from 
impact fees (new water connections); 15 percent from water rates and 10 percent from 
property taxes.  

Impact fees will only be assessed to new development/new water connections �± fees wil l not 
be imposed on existing facilities, such as homes or office buildings. Someone building a new 
property/adding a new water connection will pay more for the LPP than someone who 
�G�R�H�V�Q�¶�W���E�X�L�O�G���D���Q�H�Z���S�U�R�S�H�U�W�\���D�G�G���D���Q�H�Z���Z�D�W�H�U���F�R�Q�Q�H�F�W�L�R�Q�����,�P�S�D�F�W���I�H�H�V���L�Q�F�U�H�Dse gradually 
annually. In 2017, the WCWCD board approved an Impact Fee Facilities Plan that set the 
annual increase to $1,000 through 2025.  

Water rates are charged based on use. Someone who uses more water will pay more for the 
LPP than someone who uses le ss water. In 2016, the WCWCD board approved an annual 
�L�Q�F�U�H�D�V�H���W�R���W�K�H���G�L�V�W�U�L�F�W�¶�V���Z�K�R�O�H�V�D�O�H���Z�D�W�H�U���U�D�W�H���R�I���������������S�H�U���������������J�D�O�O�R�Q�V�����:�K�R�O�H�V�D�O�H���Z�D�W�H�U��
rates are planned to increase from the 2016 rate of $0.84 to $3.84 per 1,000 gallons. This 
gradual increase al lows the district to cover the rising expense of operation, maintenance 
and replacement costs as well as fund debt service for bonds. By law, water rates can only 
amount to the costs to capture, treat and deliver water.  

Property taxes are based on property  values. The district can collect up to 0.001 percent of 
the tax assessed value of a property. Someone who lives in a home valued at one million 
dollars will pay more for the LPP than someone who lives in a home valued at $250,000. 
Property taxes are plann ed to increase from the 2018 rate of 0.0648 percent to 0.1 percent 
by 2025.  

�7�K�H���V�W�D�W�H�¶�V���I�L�Q�D�Q�F�L�Q�J���W�H�U�P�V�����D�Q�G���G�L�V�W�U�L�F�W�¶�V���S�R�O�L�F�\���G�L�V�W�U�L�E�X�W�H���W�K�H���F�R�V�W�V���R�I���W�K�H���S�U�R�M�H�F�W���R�Q���E�R�W�K��
�F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���I�X�W�X�U�H���U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W�V�����,�W�¶�V���I�D�L�U���D�Q�G���L�Q���W�K�H���E�H�V�W���L�Q�W�H�U�H�V�W���R�I���W�K�H���Z�D�W�H�U���F�X�V�W�R�P�Hrs.  
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Therefore, the argument that the LPP is not affordable is false. Washington County has 
begun executing a strategy to generate the revenue needed to repay the state of Utah that 
ensures water supplies remain competitively priced and affordable. Last yea r, the Utah 
Office of the Legislative Auditor General �¶�V analysis reaffirmed that the district can generate 
sufficient revenue to repay the LPP costs. I respectfully ask the Reclamation to finalize the 
EIS and issue a Record of Decision as quickly as possible.  

 

David Clark,  

1831 Red Mountain Dr  

Santa Clara, UT. 84765  
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From: James A Lemmon <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 5:28 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

To whom it may concern: I have been in southern Utah since I was born. I have seen the need for 
a water many times. An additional source is necessary to keep the area available for the children 
born here that want to stay and for those who are moving in. Water has allowed jobsTo be made 
and allowed those who want to live here to stay in the area. The hospital is now here, where 
when I was young, we had to go to Cedar City to go to the hospital. Water is probably our most 
important utility. There are various different resources for power and building, but not for water. 
The Lake Powell Pipeline is essential and easier to afford than the Quail Lake project. 
Opposition has not lived through residence in our area having to go to Nevada or California to 
obtain work. Also, they have probably not had to go through water rationing. I am glad that the 
state has the foresight to work with this project. 

Sincerely, 

James A Lemmon 
jslemmon@buysouthernutah.com 
84737 
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From: James A Lemmon <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:24 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

To whom it may concern: I have been in southern Utah since I was born. I have seen the need for 
a water many times. An additional source is necessary to keep the area available for the children 
born here that want to stay and for those who are moving in. Water has allowed jobsTo be made 
and allowed those who want to live here to stay in the area. The hospital is now here, where 
when I was young, we had to go to Cedar City to go to the hospital. Water is probably our most 
important utility. There are various different resources for power and building, but not for water. 
The Lake Powell Pipeline is essential and easier to afford than the Quail Lake project. 
Opposition has not lived through residence in our area having to go to Nevada or California to 
obtain work. Also, they have probably not had to go through water rationing. I am glad that the 
state has the foresight to work with this project. 

Sincerely, 

James A Lemmon 
jslemmon@buysouthernutah.com 
84737 
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From: James Crofts <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 1:27 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, I do not discount the need for water for Washington County. But 
you have devised a plan that is a liability. Over the years the cost will increase, maintenance is 
required, and costs will grow. You should instead consider building more hydroelectric dams. 
These will 1. Provide water for WA County and others. 2. Provide electricity and profit. 3. 
Create recreational bodies of water which generate money. 4. Much easier to maintain and last 
longer. 5. Do not require the same costs and maintenance. 
Thank you, 

Sincerely, 

James Crofts 
james1.gaming@gmail.com 
84601 
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From: Jeff Hall <jchall76@icloud.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 10:58 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
Feel the pipeline should be built. 
As a resident of Washington City I see the area constantly increasing in population with no end in sight. 
If action is not taken now the current water supply will eventually be used up with no other source 
available. The longer we wait to build the pipeline the more expensive it will become, so now is the 
best time to get it done. 
Thanks,  
Jeff Hall 
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From: Julia steele <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:38 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

I am absolutely against this. There will be less water in the future. This is very expensive and the 
water will not be there to give to Washington county. 

Sincerely, 

Julia steele 
julieatacademy@yahoo.com 
84040 
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From: Ken Hunt <kpja58@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 7:32 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
This project should not move forward for several reasons: 
- our own Legislature has a cost estimate more than $1B more than the project. 
- the water is not there, the river is already over allocated.  
- why has the Water Board redacted 30 pages. Any project deserves transparency and full 
disclosure.  
 
Please do not allow this project to continue.  
Thank you 
Ken Hunt 
5138 W Longbow Dr 
South Jordan, UT 84009 
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From: Linda Bonar <lbonar@xmission.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 5:19 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Bureau of Reclamation draft environmental 

impact statement for the Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I write to oppose the proposed Lake Powell pipeline for three reasons: 
 
 1.  conservation- we have not adequately encouraged Utah and St. George residents to try 
conserving water, both in their homes and in their landscaping.  We need to do this before this 
extraordinarily expensive project is built.  Currently, the national average of water usage is 179 
gallons per person per day.  In Washington County the average person uses 303 gallon per day, 
and this is in a desert where there is not much water.  Clearly, water conservation should be a 
huge issue. 
 2.  the Colorado River is shrinking because of climate change.  Who knows how much of 
the river will be left when the pipeline is completed and Utah tries to use its allocated 
portion.  We may just build a really expensive pipeline, only to have no water left when we try to 
turn on the spigot.  
 3.  the project will make all Utahn pay, not just those who live in the St. George area.  In 
fact, such a bond will will be so expensive, at $80 to $120 million annually, that it will take all 
discretionary funds from the Utah State budget for many years.  It is possible that by making 
�V�X�F�K���O�D�U�J�H���E�R�Q�G���S�D�\�P�H�Q�W�V���W�K�D�W���W�K�H���V�W�D�W�H���Z�R�X�O�G�Q�¶�W���K�D�Y�H���H�Q�R�X�J�K���P�R�Q�H�\���I�R�U���R�W�K�H�U���W�K�L�Q�J�V�����O�L�N�H��
schools, roads, health departments, etc. 
 
In closing, I strongly oppose this pipeline and hope that the Bureau of Reclamation does not 
build it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Linda Bonar 
lbonar@xmission.com 
1820 E. 3990 S. 
Holladay, UT 84124 
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From: Matt Warner <mattmcfence@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:27 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dont build it 
 

You think the Colorado River can sustain feeding another reservoir or several more counties. 
Hell we cant fill the lakes on the river currently.   My comment is, im against putting more strain 
on our river. 

Build a pipeline from the Mississippi river. It has too much water.  

Matt Warner  
Cortez Colorado 
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From: matthew lindon <mattlindon@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, June 7, 2020 2:34 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP comments 
 
Rick,  
 
Please add my comments to your latest solicitations. 
 
I get it that with the basic Colorado River water tenants are that: 
 

1) First in time is first in right and Use it or lose it.   
2) The basic farmer/rancher and Utah mentality of grabbing as much water as you can, while you 

can 
3) That California has ten times as many congressman and need for Colorado water as Utah does 
4) That agreements and compacts can be re written and renegotiated 
5) That the river has been overallocated since Day 1  
6) That the growing demand exceeds the shrinking supply due to climate change  
7) That in the past the federal government subsidized big water projects to promote future 

growth 
8) That in the past everyone in Utah paid for historic state water projects. 
9) That moving 80,000 acft a year, or 800,000 acft every ten years, from Flaming Gorge to Lake 

Powell can help a lot of endangered species fish flow needs. 
10) I pay more than $100 for non subsidized water. 

 
But answer me this; 
 

1) Why do you want 500,000 people in St George.  Why encourage this kind of growth the basin 
cant handle itself.  Powell said drainage basins should be self sufficient, for good reason.  Its 
sustainable. 

2) Why should the taxpayers of Utah pay for this project when it makes no economic sense for the 
people who will use the water. 

3) Will there be enough water and can you put the inlet low enough to use this water for long. 
4) Why did Iron and Kane county drop out of this project. 
5) Why bring this water to people when there is only a cursory local effort at conservation and 

their water rates will still be very inexpensive providing no real incentive for conservation. 
6) Why not charge the value, cost and the worth of water so people will know it. 
7) Why not include power pump back and storage schemes to help with peak energy 

demand.  Water is energy, money, food and growth.  With all the system storage there is 
opportunity for flexibility. 

8) Why encourage other Colorado river water projects that include growing hay at 8000 feet, rice 
and cotton in the desert or augmenting aquifers for future growth. 

9) Why have Lake Powell when Lake Mead will provide all the storage you need and less 
evaporation and loss. Why treat rivers like plumbing and not the natural sustainable systems 
they are. 

10) Why send any water to California, they have the ocean.  Land locked states have no other 
options.  What is the comparable worth of this water in California, Denver, Salt Lake City, 
Phoenix and Tucson. 
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Thanks 
 
Matt 
 
 
Matthew C. Lindon, PE 
Hydrologist 
 
4964 East Meadows Drive 
Park City Utah 84098 
 
mattlindon@hotmail.com 
435-659-1326 
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From: Patricia J Ankerson <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 12:28 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

"Help me", the river said. "I am tired and weary." There is not as much water as you think. The 
Salton Sea is DRY. Please Do Not take water from me for Washington County. The trip is too 
long and doesn't make sense to me. I lived in Moab for 14 years, the River was beautiful. I now 
live in SLC, I cannot see the Colorado River, but it is in my heart. As you drive along the 
Colorado it gets smaller and smaller. I would go through Cataract Canyon and we would get out 
at Hite, a few years ago my husband and I were there. We could not even see the River. We had 
to drive to the top to see it. This does not make Sense, the affordability of it does not do much for 
me either. I would rather see teachers make a lot more. Maybe less people would be another idea.  
Please, I do not support this and don't want my taxes to pay for this.  
Thank you for reading this and taking my thoughts with you. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia J Ankerson 
ankersonp@yahoo.com 
84123 
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From: Paul Winn <utahsara@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 10:33 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline, we already waste too much 

water 
Attachments: Coral Canyon Elementray water waste 7162017.wmv 
 
 
To whom it may concern, we live across the street from a elementary school here in the Coral Canyon 
community in Washington Utah, The school used culinary water to water their school field and when 
�š�Z���Ç���Á���š���Œ�M�U���í�ì�ì�[�•���š�}���í�U�ì�ì�ì�[�•���}�(���P���o�o�}�v�•���}�(�����Œ�]�v�l�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ just runs down the sidewalks and street right 
�]�v�š�}���š�Z�������]�š�Ç���•���Á���Œ���U���/�[�u���v�}�š���u���l�]�v�P���š�Z�]�•���µ�‰�U�����v�����Z���À�������š�š�����Z�����������À���Œ�Ç���•�Z�}�Œ�š���À�]�����}�����•���‰�Œ�}�}�(�U�����v�����}�(�����}�µ�Œ�•����
we see this happen every water cycle and have contacted the school many many times to try to fix this, 
We see this type of water waste all around the southern Utah area each and every day, yet now with the 
Lake Powell Pipeline being proposed, we as Taxpayers will have to foot the bill as to mega higher 
property taxes as well as water rates being increased by 100%?. Why do we need to pay for continued 
water waste. We need to conserve and use what we already have. We are against the Lake Powell 
�W�]�‰���o�]�v���U�����•���]�š�[�•���}�v�o�Ç���v�������������(�}�Œ���š�Z�����P�Œ�������Ç�������À���o�}�‰���Œ�•���š�}�����}�v�š�]�v�µ�����š�}���}�À���Œ�����µ�]�o�����}�µ�Œ�����Œ�����X���W���µ�o���˜���^���Œ����
Winn 3478 E Canyon Crest Ave Washington Utah 84780 
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From: Pofahl, Katie <katie.pofahl@yale.edu> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:18 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment about Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
 
To the Provo Office of the Bureau of Reclamation, 
 
I am writing in support of the Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians' findings that the Lake Powell 
Pipeline Project proposed by the Utah Board of Water Resources will disrupt important spiritual 
and cultural values and resources of this tribe. 
 
Ignoring the rights and wishes of a sovereign people is morally wrong. This disregard is only 
possible because the Bureau of Reclamation and Utah Board of Water Resources are relying on 
a legacy of the systemic oppression and genocide of these native people. To reverse this 
oppression, agencies like the BLM and UBWR must honor the wishes of these people in 
important decisions that affect their land, culture, and religious practices. This may be difficult 
at first, but it is critical that we begin to develop new ways of relating to native communities in 
the rural West and there is no better time to begin this important work. 
 
As a Master of Environmental Management candidate at the Yale School of Forestry and a 
resident of the rural West, it is clear that is is becoming increasingly difficult to practice 
environmental management activities such as water pipeline development without the support 
of historically oppressed peoples. Recent protests around Black Lives Matter and prolonged 
battles such as the designation of Bears Ears National Monument and Keystone XL Pipeline 
show that the cost of these battles - to our communities, to our system of governance, and to 
the businesses and agencies tasked with developing these projects - is becoming too great to 
ignore. These nationwide protests are representative of a growing awareness that we can not 
and should not tolerate systemic injustices against historically oppressed communities. By 
pursuing a large-scale environmental management project such as the Lake Powell Pipeline 
without the support of a historically oppressed community that will be deeply affected by this 
project, managers should expect a prolonged and difficult battle. Aside from the great cost of 
these fights, academics and professionals in our field know that there are better ways to deal 
with water security in the West than to continue contentious strategies like water pipelines. 
 
A more just and modern approach would be to re-think the way that the St. George, UT region 
is managing the water reserves they have and to manage this issue with a combination of new 
technologies and proven approaches that have been successfully deployed throughout the 
West. For example, improved water conservation in homes, farms, and commercial districts can 
significantly decrease water use without affecting growth. In addition, the St. George region can 
look to regional public works such as increased water storage, new water purification and 
recycling projects, and improved graywater infrastructure. Rather than looking to the already 
oversubscribed Colorado River system, this community has many opportunities to look inward 
instead.  
 

0048



I stand with the Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians in opposing the Lake Powell Pipeline Project. The 
BLM and the UBWR have both the moral responsibility to protect the cultural and religious 
values of this community and also the opportunity to reimagine a new approach that will help 
the St. George region achieve water independence. 
 
Sincerely, 
Katie Pofahl 
 
Master of Environmental Management Candidate, '21 
Wyss Scholar for the Conservation of the American West 
Yale School of Forestry and Environmental Studies 
 
 

0048-1

0048

0048-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Rob Bywater <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:44 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

I don't live in the area, but with this covid 19 pandemic, and the financial errors that our 
government agencies made do we have the resources to fund it, and is it really feasible. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Bywater 
Stormy3365@gmail.com 
84120 

0049-1

0049

0049-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Robert Dean Bohnas <rdbsenior@aol.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 11:30 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline to Washington County 
 
�/�š�[�•�������µ�v�����v�š�o�Ç�����o�����Œ���š�Z���š���š�Z�������}�µ�v�š�Ç���•�]�u�‰�o�Ç�������v���v�}�š�����(�(�}�Œ�����š�}�����µ�]�o�����š�Z�]�•���‰�]�‰���o�]�v���J����They have even 
hidden their finance proposal from the public.  The population of the county is not large enough to take 
on this burden.  The water dept. is just trying to justify their existence.  With the current economy 
headed into a deep recession, the ���}�µ�v�š�Ç���•�]�u�‰�o�Ç�������v�[�š�����(�(�}�Œ�����š�Z�����Œ�]�•�l�X 
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From: Ross Meyer <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 1:37 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act states that the project will be funded by the 
state of Utah and repaid by water users, as has been done for more than 1,000 water projects 
completed throughout Utah. The project is not dependent on federal funding. 

The draft EIS confirms that the Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) 
would have sufficient revenue to repay the state based on the Kem C. Gardner Institute's 
population projections. This is consistent with the analysis conducted by the WCWCD as well as 
the 2019 audit performed by the Office of the Legislative Auditor General for the State of Utah. 

The WCWCD has a financial strategy to gradually increase impact fees, water rates and limited 
property taxes to repay the state. If fully implemented, the strategy would generate more than $6 
billion in incremental revenue to pay for needed water infrastructure, including the Lake Powell 
Pipeline. However, the strategy will only be carried out to the extent needed to meet the 
WCWCD's actual financial obligations. The district will look at engineering and construction 
efficiencies to minimize borrowing costs and potential financial impacts to taxpayers. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is part of Washington County's comprehensive water supply plan, 
which also includes additional water conservation, reuse and agricultural water transfers. 
Meeting future water demands without the Lake Powell Pipeline is projected to be more 
expensive than building the project, and alternatives will not diversify our single water source as 
noted in the EIS. 

I support the completion of the EIS for the Lake Powell Pipeline and recognize it is an essential 
and affordable project for southern Utah. Please issue a Record of Decision for the Southern 
Alternative. 

Sincerely, 

Ross Meyer 
rmeyer@lapcoairheaters.com 
24502 
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From: Ross Smith <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:08 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

Taking additional water out of a reservoir that is in decline already , is absolutely foolish and a 
waste of tax payer money. 

Sincerely, 

Ross Smith 
smary@cut.net 
84632 
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From: Sandra johnson <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 2:29 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

�,���G�R���Q�R�W���V�X�S�S�R�U�W���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H�����,�W���L�V���W�R�R���H�[�S�H�Q�V�L�Y�H�����Z�H���G�R�Q�k�¼�Œ�W���Q�H�H�G���L�W���D�Q�G���W�K�H��
Colorado River is so over allocated now that we may never get any water from it anyway. We 
�F�D�Q���G�R���D���O�R�W���E�H�W�W�H�U���Z�L�W�K���R�X�U���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H�����'�R�Q�k�¼�Œ�W���V�S�H�Q�G���P�\���P�R�Q�H�\���R�Q���W�K�L�V���S�U�Rject. 

Sincerely, 

Sandra johnson 
Bluesage10@yahoo.com 
84738 
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From: Sara Wilken <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 8:40 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

I am interested in in Washington county and I am absolutely, completely and definitely opposed 
to this horrific pipeline project. 
please leave things as they are and stop trying to make money out of our natural resources. 
You win we lose. 
Water taxes will skyrocket for residents and I am tired of seeing this beautiful state be 
completely transformed, abused and taken advantage of with so much construction. 
We are running out of wild places, impacting the weather, wildlife habitat and open spaces. 
Enough is enough money hungry assholes. 
No pipeline not now not ever!!! 

Sincerely, 

Sara Wilken 
sdwilken@gmail.com 
84774 
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From: Susan Brown <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 1:34 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act states that the project will be funded by the 
state of Utah and repaid by water users, as has been done for more than 1,000 water projects 
completed throughout Utah. The project is not dependent on federal funding. 

The draft EIS confirms that the Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) 
would have sufficient revenue to repay the state based on the Kem C. Gardner Institute's 
population projections. This is consistent with the analysis conducted by the WCWCD as well as 
the 2019 audit performed by the Office of the Legislative Auditor General for the State of Utah. 

The WCWCD has a financial strategy to gradually increase impact fees, water rates and limited 
property taxes to repay the state. If fully implemented, the strategy would generate more than $6 
billion in incremental revenue to pay for needed water infrastructure, including the Lake Powell 
Pipeline. However, the strategy will only be carried out to the extent needed to meet the 
WCWCD's actual financial obligations. The district will look at engineering and construction 
efficiencies to minimize borrowing costs and potential financial impacts to taxpayers. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is part of Washington County's comprehensive water supply plan, 
which also includes additional water conservation, reuse and agricultural water transfers. 
Meeting future water demands without the Lake Powell Pipeline is projected to be more 
expensive than building the project, and alternatives will not diversify our single water source as 
noted in the EIS. 

I support the completion of the EIS for the Lake Powell Pipeline and recognize it is an essential 
and affordable project for southern Utah. Please issue a Record of Decision for the Southern 
Alternative. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Brown 
ldsmama@rocketmail.com 
84790 
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From: Susan Spivey <susanspiveyplatt@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 3:11 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Better solutions than the Lake Powell pipeline! 
 

The best solution to the water needs of Washington and Kane Counties is conservation 
not a $1.7 ++ billion pipeline. 

Washington County has one of the highest per capita water use rates in the West (303 
gallons per capita per day) �± more than double what many other western cities use. 
Compare that with desert communities like Tucson, which already is as low as 116 
gallons per capita per day, and Albuquerque, which uses 128 gallons per capita per 
day. A stronger focus on conservation in Washington County for new and existing 
residents, along with reuse and water transfers, provides an incremental way to meet 
new demands, instead of diverting more water from the Colorado River. 

�8�W�D�K�¶�V���/�H�J�L�V�O�D�W�L�Y�H���$�X�G�L�W�R�U���*�H�Q�H�U�D�O���U�H�Y�H�D�O�H�G���Q�X�P�H�U�R�X�V���S�U�R�E�O�H�P�V���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���Z�D�\���W�K�D�W���Z�D�W�H�U��
use data are collected and reported by local communities �± including Washington 
�&�R�X�Q�W�\�����7�K�H���S�U�L�P�D�U�\���F�R�Q�F�O�X�V�L�R�Q�V���R�I���W�K�D�W���D�X�G�L�W���Z�H�U�H���³�7�K�H���8�W�D�K���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���:�D�W�H�U��
�5�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V���G�R�H�V���Q�R�W���K�D�Y�H���U�H�O�L�D�E�O�H���O�R�F�D�O���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���G�D�W�D���´���D�Q�G���³�Z�H���>�W�K�H���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���:�D�W�H�U��
�5�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V�@���T�X�H�V�W�L�R�Q���W�K�H���U�H�O�L�D�E�L�O�L�W�\���R�I���W�K�H���G�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q�¶�V���E�D�V�H�O�L�Q�H���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���V�W�X�G�\���´ The 
�V�W�D�W�H�¶�V���I�L�Q�G�L�Q�J�V���F�R�U�U�R�E�R�U�D�W�H���W�K�H���F�R�Q�F�O�X�V�L�R�Q���W�K�D�W���W�K�H���Z�D�W�H�U���X�V�H���G�D�W�D���L�Q���:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q��
County do not prove a need for this pipeline. 

There is also no guarantee that water will even be consistently available but the costs 
will have been incurred. No one wants to pay for something they're not getting. 

Washington County should learn to conserve and/or control growth before the entire 
state is left holding the (dry) bag 

For these reasons conservation is the best solution to the water needs of Washington 
and Kane Counties not a $1.7 billion pipeline. 

Thank you, 
 
--  
Susan Spivey Platt 
801.330.0099 
susanspiveyplatt@gmail.com 
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From: Terry Hickman <terryhickman1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 7:21 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 

I wish to be added to the notification list for the Lake Powell 
Pipeline. Thank you. 
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From: Will Greathead <cadetgreathead@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 8:53 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
The fact that we are considering a pipeline diverting more of the Colorado River's water is 
absurd. The river is already completely dry by the time it reaches the Sea of Cortez. Lake Powell 
is already unsustainable itself which is obvious with review of water data and the fact that it is 
constantly dropping and below full pool with the long term likelihood that it will have to be 
abandoned as a reservoir. The level of agriculture in the named counties on this proposal are also 
going to be long term unsustainable. The environmental impact of Glen Canyon Dam itself is 
already well understood in the Grand Canyon ecosystem. The continued pursuit of this pipeline 
would be equal to a complete ignorance or denial of any hydrological information of the 
Colorado River system readily available and is just another step in a long line of missteps in 
Utah's public land management. I do not believe this project is reasonable or well thought out in 
impact at all. This is yet another nail in the coffin of water sustainability in the southwest.  
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• 
June 6, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Progr-am Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway . 
Provo, l)T 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

SAVAGE ESPLIN & RADMAL L, PC 
• Certi fied Publi c Accountants • 

. ::; 

' ,· 

The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) is a critical water infrastructyre project for keeping our 
· communities healthy, our cities running;· a~d o~r ~co,~~mies -growing over the next 50 years . 
. All of our major businesses and public organizations are highly dependent on a reliable 'water 
delivery system. Without the LPP, I'm concerned that our major employers could be put at risk 
of not having a reliable water supply. 

In add it.ion to providing a reliable supply of water, the LPP will create jobs, grow the economy, 
, and buil.d a stronger Ut~h for gen.erations to come. Over the long term, every employment 
sector- will be-nefitfrom. the irivestnie'r1ts re-quired forLPP including healthcare, education, 
constructio'n~.retail;'irccdmmo'dation ahd food service~·and ·m~n·ufacturing> :, ·. '. :-:-·:. 

. . -
. .. -· . ., �~� .. 

The state of Utah· and Washingtqn County are in excellent positions to finance the project and 
pay for the water deliveries. The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act authorized the 
state Board of Water Resources to build the LPP project. A legislative audit found that'the 
Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) will have sufficient revenue to repay 
the costs of LPP. yvcWCD plans to generate additional revenue by increasing impact fees, water ·' 
rates and the property tax· rate. WCWCD has already initiated several mechanisms to ensure 
the financial viabil lty of this project including: 

• Saving money for a projec;t dow.n payment; 
• Enacting a general capital financing strategy that allows for the systematic increase of 

revenue (i.e., impact fees, water rates and property taxes) to generate additional 
funding to reduce/repay project costs, without placing undue burdens on those who 

pay the fees; . 
• Creating an additional, secure revenue source (i.e., a monthly surcharge on each · 

water connection) that can be used to off~et potential revenue deficiencies from 

other funding sources; and 
· · ··'• " Completing'an independendhird,.party analysis 6h·the"district's current general 

firiaricing.'s'trategy and· resuffin·g revenue capacity. ' . , . 

20 North M ain, Suite 402 • St. G~orge, Utah 84770 • Phone: 435.673.6195 • Fax: 435.673.6833 

www.sercpas.com 
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June 6, 2020 

Page 2 

At a time with rising capital needs and a decline in federal financial support for water 
infrastructure, the state of Utah and Washington County have partnered to achieve economies 
of scalewhile building this crucial water project. I ask the Bureau of Reclamation to issue its 
Record of Decision to allow the construction of this water infrastructure project that is 
fundamental to our economic.health. 

Sincerely, 
Savage, Esplin & Radmall, PC 

Brent R. Hall, CPA 
Shareholder 

0064



___ : _ 

' . 

June 6, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager _ 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo ·Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr .. Baxter: 

SAVAGE ESPLIN & RADMALL, PC 
• Ce~tified Public Accountants • 

·:. -1.. 

Was_hington County is one of the fastest growing counties in the state, and Utah is one of the 
fastest growing states in the country . .Because local water projects and conservation together 
will not meet demand over time, it is essential that the ·Lake Powell Pipeline {LPP) is developed. 

The LPP represents a crucial water supply project for 10 co~munities in Washington County 
including St. ~eorge, Washington, Hurricane, Santa Clara, Ivins, La Verkin, Toquerville, Leed_s, 

_ Virgin and Apple Valley. The Utah Board of Water Re.sources (UBWR) and Wash,ington County 
Water Conservancy District {WCWCD) have proposed the LPP in response to residents of these 
.10 cities and towns as represented by their elected public offici_als. 

The Utah State Legislature authodzed the UBWR to build the LPP to help·meet Washington 
County's future water demands. The Utah Governor's Office o'f Man'agement and Budget has 
developed population projections for Washington County that are sanctioned for use-by state 
and county agencies for planning purposes. Over the· past 15 years, -multiple meetings have 
been held in communities to involve local stakeholders in the planning and development of the 
project. 

Several studies have been completed to provide information related to project costs, fin~rncial 
feasibility, and the ability of WCWCD and project beneficiaries to repay those' costs of LPP. : 
WCWCD has ·developed a general capital project funding strategy as opposed to a specific 
financing plan. _This strategy will phase-in Water"rates, impact fees and ad valorem (property) 
tax increases in a manne·r that produces sufficient revenue streams while remaining mindful of 
policy considerations, such as conservation pricing, generational equity and ability to pay. An · 
independent legislative audit reports WCWCD -can repay the state,af Utah for the LPP. The audit 
was conducted in response to a legislative request to provide the state with an independent 
review of th_e finc1ncial ,viability o.f the ·project. --
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Page 2 

I ask the Bureau of Reclamation to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement and issue its 
Record of Decision because the reliability of the LPP water supply avoids the drastic economic 
losses that can occur if businesses see a risk of unstable future water supplies in Washington 
County. 

Sincerely, 
Savage Esplin & Radmall, PC 

·7µg2_· tjf/4 , .. 
/" 

Jared Radmall 
Certified Public Accountant 
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)) -~ . SAVAGE ESPLIN & RADMALL.PC 
• Certified Public Accountants • 

June 5, 2020 

Mr. R'ick Baxter 
Progr~m Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakevie"'-( Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxte·r: 

i_ .,., :.< •-••• 1.;1,,1, •• , ,·.1· 1't :.....: .. ,J, •• 1•· ' , l 1,r1 1 t,L:!": 

· : --.: 

rec· -,.,,-,,,. ,,.; , ,, ,•,;s• • , , , • , '' 
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i,: 1 r f 11. : i.-' 

.: ....... 
"'S 1.•·, 7 !°'f'·-f •_1 ,•·:"11,:· ... ;., ·:-=: .,i';) ! ,.:~•:-

·;1 [ I, ! , JI �~� '. ' -~ •: !!i<JJ• : .. : 

As ·a certified public accountant practicing in St. George for nearly 40 years, I am famjliar with 
the financial matters regarding .the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP). Among many .other duties, our 
firm provides auditing services for local governments throughout southwestern Utah. That's · 
why I was par,ticularly interested in the Performance Audit of.the Repayment Feasibility of the 
Lake Powel{ Pipeline conducted by the Office of the Legislative Auditor General_. This auqit was 
r(;!quested to ~eter,mine the ability of.Washington County Water. Conservancy District (WCWCD) 
to pa·y back the cost of the proposed pipeline. The a~dit corifir~ed that the WCWCD cc;1n 
generate s~fficient revenue to .repay the LPP costs . .. 

The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act ·authorized the state Board of Water 
Resources to build th~ LPP. The repayment terms, which were modeled after the Bureau of 
Reclamation's financing terms, allows WCWCD to take the water down in multiple blocks and 
allocates a ·repayment period for_ each water block. This model allows for payments 
to increase ~ith growing revenue, a11d it equitably enables multiple generations of water users 

· to repay project costs, rather than burdening the current generation with the full project cost. 
. . 

This is a fiscally reasonable and responsible approach given the incremental increases in 
de1.nand, the ever expanding reve~ue sources, the useful iife of the LPP, and the benefits 
inherent in diversifying the region's water portfolio. 

The combination ot'WCWCD's water rates, impact fees and property taxes have the capacity to 
generate more than $6 billion in incremental revenue through 2060. The~e funds will be niore 
than suffi~ient to fully fund Washington County's water infr~structure re_quirements and ensu~e 
a safe, stable and sufficie_nt water supply for the next half-cerJtury. 

The. state~s economic analysis indicates that an adequate amount of revenue will be available to 
repay flnandal obi'igat.ions associated with the construction and operatior:i of LPP without 
imposing undue financial burden on ratepayers and taxpayers. I urge the Bureau of -
Reclamation to finalize the LPP Environmental Impact Statement and issue its Record of 
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Decision to.allow Washington· County and the state of Utah to be.gin benefiting from this crucial 
water infr~str~dure project. , . 

Sincerely, 
Savage Esplin & Radmall, PC 

~"' ~ -. ~ ----:--~ 
Stanley M Seegmiller, CPA 

' .,, 

�~� ... , ! • 

\,, 
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SAVAGE ESPLIN. & RADMALL, PC 

June 5, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter, Prog~am Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview.Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I;•. , ,,. • 

• Certi fied Public Accountants • · 

. J ' 

.. As a 30-year resident of Washington County and a CPA, I have carefully studied the issues surrounding the 
proposed Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP). Based on rrr{understanding of the issues, I have concluded that it is 
vital for our region to build the LPP to enhance the reliability of Washington County's water supplies . 

.. , 

The 2006 Lakepowell Pipel'ine Devel~pm~nt Aa p~ssed by the Utah legislature spells out how the project 
will be funded by the state and r~p~id by p~rticipating districts. Based on my understanding of the LPP, 
project cost will be spread over a growing user base throughout a an initial SO-year period . Our water 
district will phase-in water rates, im~act fees and property tax increases to produce sufficient revenues 
to pay for the blocks of water required to meet existing and projected demands created by increases in 
population and economic development. This approach allocates the costs of LPP according to the direct 
and indirect benefits received by residents and businesses and reflect economic and market realities at 
the time LPP is funded. Washington County residents and businesses will benefit from the LPP through 
the e_s;onomic ~itality and stability associated with the availability of reliable water resources for decades 
to come. 

I am very much invested in this wonderful area and h_ave raised my family here . I want ;my children and 
grandchildren to have the same opportunity as I had to earn a reasonable living and ultimately support 

Jheir families. Having an adequate a_nd reliable water supply will weave together their daily lives as this 
area continu~s to grow.This is as true for future generations as it was for our ancestors. 

I appreciate the role that the state of Utah and Bureau of Reclamation have played in planning for our 
current water supply. I respectfully request the Burea·u to advance the Lake Powell Pipeline (lPP) by 
completing the environmental assessment and issuing its R,~cord ot Decision· to advance this . crh1cai· · 
project. 

i>~esident and shareholder 
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• 
June 5, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter , , , · 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Of:fice 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

· Dear Mr: Baxter: 

SAVAGE ESPLIN & RADMALL, PC 
• Certified Public Accountants • 

I f • ,- 1 · 
I. r . I :...:,i.. 

,· .. 

•,••.; I 

I .. . 
, ; rn1 

As a young accountant practicing i~ St. George, ~nd a pas·t board member of our Chamber of Comm~rce, 
I'm fortunate to work.in a community with str<,:>ng economic vitality and a high quality of life. In addition 
to raising my family here I also want to retire in St. George when that ti!lle comes. I'm concerned 
without the Lake Powell Pipeline {LPP) that future genE:rations, including my own children, will not have 
the same opportunities that I have enjoyed. 

Similar to. every other community, water is the lifeblood of our economy. The high quality of life we 
enjoy in St. George would not be possible without a reliable water supply. Our community currently 
depends on a single water source of variable quality and qua,ntity..:. the Virgin River basin. 'LPP provides 
needed system redundancy, which adds ·a barrier against single system failure and climate vari?bility. 

With an estimated cost of between $1.0-l.7 billion, the LPP will generate impressive employment and . 
economic activity in our region. The economic activity will include the direct impact from the design, 

. engineering, and construction of the water infrastructure, as well as indirect impacts generated by · 
spending on goods and services. In Washington County, the LPP is expected to support an additional $11 
billion in gross metropolitan product. That's significant considering St. George had a gross metropolitan 
product close to $6.1 billion in 2018. · 

St. George ·is an extraordinary place t~ work and raise a family. Having a reliable water supply is essential 
to sustaining· our families. Any disruption to our water supply and service ~ill immediately harm our · 
community. For these reasons, I ask the Bureau of Recli3mation to complete its environmental studies. 
and issue the ·Record of Decision approving the Preferred Alte·rnative to allow the LPP to move forward. 

Sincerely, 
Savage, Espli~ & Radmall, PC . 

Tyler 0 . Hall, CPA 
Shareholder 

20 North Main, S!-{ ite 402 • St. G~orge, Utah 84770 • Phone: 435.673.6195 • Fax: 435.673.6833 

www.sercpas.com 

0068-1

0068

0068-1 Socioeconomics



Action 
Project 
Classificaton 
Control 
Folder 

Notice if you detach enclosure 
insert code here 

0068



Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
Bureau of Redaipatio~!-. Provo Area Office 
302. East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, Utah 84606 · 

Gentlemen: •,,1: .1 !' 

June 12, 2020 

,· • f '~ i ' q :\ .•f 

Please add me to the· ,mailing/notification list relating to the Lake Powell 
Pipeline Project. My •address is: 

, , , • , .1 · 1.I\ 

fll~~-·l ~ -"1 -··, Jh •~•: 11 Donald L. Triptow 
256 West 200 North 
Hurricane, UT 84737 

My email address is: 

utahbarisax@gmail.com 

Allow me to make the following comments concerning the LPP. I have 
submitted almost all of these thoughts to Ron Thompson at the WCWCD 
over the past several years, but Mr. Thompson most often would shrug his 
shoulders and ignore me or fail to offer answers to legitimate concerns. It 
has been my unfortunate experience to receive no satisfaction from him or 
his associates. 

I don't have volumes of statistics to present here. I have submitted many 
arguments opposing this project, but it seems that the helmsmen at the LPP 
prefer not to listen to the concerns presented by me and many other 
residents of Washington County. Even when I managed to get some of 
these arguments into print via the local news media ( and I'm sure that you 
have seen my comments in the past), it seems that my efforts were all for 
naught. Instead, I will present a few major complaints that comprise my 
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opposition to this project and hope that you will give these arguments due 
consideration and take steps to implement correction of the matter. 

PART ONE-THE NEED FOR WATER 
Providing water for growth is one thing, but providing an impetus for 
development is quite another. When I look at State Street in Hurricane, it 
does not spur me to see it developed so that every nook and cranny is filled 
with a collage of businesses and residences until there is no space left 
vacant. This is not Gold Rush Alaska and there is nothing wrong with 
vacant space. Increasing the population might seem like an admirable goal 
unless you consider all the additional traffic that will result. Do you want 
State Street to look like an arm of the Santa Ana Freeway? 

PART TWO-WISE USAGE OF EXISTING RESOURCES 
As homeowners, we closely monitor our use of water. We keep 
landscaping to a bare minimum and do not use water for recreational use. 
We are not golfers or surfboarders or even maintain a backyard wading 
pool. Indeed, the WCWCD states that average water use in this county is 
177 gallons per person per day. Our usage-based on our only available 
water meter-stays at a steady 3,000 gallons per month for me and my 
wife. That computes to 50 gallons per day per person. The figures cited 
by the WCWCD are confusing and unbelievable. When we witness 
sprinklers running on city facilities at splash pads and public parks, it is 
impossible to understand the reasoning behind that abuse of resources. 
It is explained by authorities that golf courses and other users make use of 
recycled water so they cannot be cited as wasters, but you have to 
remember that all stored water has its origins in the ground, so it really 
doesn't matter whether it's coming from a well or a recycling plant. 

PART THREE-JUST WHO ACTUALLY OWNS THE COLORADO 
RIVER WATER? 
Anyone with a simple map can see that the flow of water begins in 
Wyoming and the storage facility at Glen Canyon. If we were residents of 
that state, we would probably strongly object to the theft of our water to 
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send to Lake Powell-or any other place, for that matter. When Flaming 
Gorge drains its water into the Green River and then southward to the 
Colorado, it comprises what has been controlled by the Colorado River 
Compact for many years. That flow was originally intended to provide fair 
usage by all participants in its path with Mexico at the tail end of the chain. 
Anyone traveling to Mexico these days will tell you that Mexico doesn't 
use any of that water because it has already been gobbled up by the other 
Compact participants. When Lake Mead was formed, it was with the 
intent to make sure that Nevada-Las Vegas, in particular-would have 
adequate water to support its growth. Now we see that supply of water 
vanishing rapidly as lake levels drop. Let me see, now-who owns that 
water? Part Two of that master plan was the creation of Lake Powell to 
increase and sustain the flow of water into Lake Mead. Who owns that 
water? I can see that Mexico could step up to the plate and demand that 
water be sent to our southern neighbors to replace what has been stolen 
from them before any additional water is sent to bolster Lake Mead. 

PART FOUR-WHO WILL PAY FOR THIS EXPENSIVE PROJECT? 
If you pay attention to news articles-and many people do not-you've 
noticed that several million dollars has already been spent on so-called 
"studies" to determine the practicality of the LPP. Actually, the mechanics 
who present these studies don't seek to justify the need for the LPP-that's 
already been decided. What remains is determining who will build it, 
where it will be situated and what effect its construction will have on the 
environment. Along the way, the folks who conduct these efforts are lining 
their pockets as "consultants" and "planners". A spade of earth has yet to 
be turned, but gigantic expense forms have already been submitted. Some 
have already been paid from public coffers. Who fills those coffers? You 
and your fellow citizens. 

PART FIVE-THE HIDDEN COSTS AND SURPRISES YET TO COME 
If you hop in your car and take a trip down the proposed route of the LPP, 
you'll notice that much of it runs through Arizona. You can assume that 
the planners have secured rights-of-way through its path to southern Utah 

0069



and that Arizona will grant access to the builders in exchange for 
remuneration. Or favors. Or you scratch my back and I'll scratch yours. 
Nothing along these lines has been explained thus far. And while you're 
taking this trip, you might notice that the pathway is not flat. That means 
that water in the pipe will have to be pumped uphill in some places and 
allowed to pool in others. The planners propose erection of reservoirs, 
pumping stations and hydroelectric facilities to take advantage of all that 
water running downhill in some places. 

PART SIX - WHO'S GONNA PAY FOR ALL THIS ACTIVITY? 
In spite of what you might have read, the taxpayer is still at the bottom of 
this equation. The planners have already spent lots of your money and 
they plan to spend a lot more. 

WHAT? $4,000,000,000 FOR A PIPELINE? 
(YES, THAT'S FOUR BILLION WITH A B) 

YOU MUST BE KIDDING! 
Ron Thompson at one time used to spout figures in the $1 to $2 billion 
range, but that has long since been discounted as a pipe dream. Originally, 
he would state that impact fees would take care of it, but people in touch 
with reality have long since dismissed that idea. There couldn't possibly 
be enough commercial development along the 140-mile route to put a 
serious dent in the price. Now that there seems to be more acceptance of 
the project by taxpayers, the sky's the limit! 

The bottom line here is that taxpayers will have to endure sizeable 
increases in property taxes, doubling and tripling of water rates by 
municipalities and more "Sneaky Pete" additions to water bills by the 
WCWCD (or haven't you noticed that on your utility statement?). 

THIS PROJECT MUST NOT BE ALLOWED TO BE IMPLEMENTED! 
Hopefully, the LPP will be presented on a ballot initiative and taxpayers 
will be able to stop this monstrous project in its tracks! 
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George B. Graff, CPA 
3735 Rim View Drive 
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June 16, 2020-· •·· .. , - · · · ·· •· 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau ofRedamcrtioll' · 
Provo Area Of11ci( ' '' ·· •'. ' 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

: . , • : ... , 

'. ' '-~ . 
. :-· . 

' , •·.:--:t . 

':~ i' . : . 

The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) is the key to meet the future water supply needs of Washington 
County while maximizing the use of existing available water supplies. 

I have been a professional accountant practicing in St. George for over 35 years. During this 
period Washington County has been one of the fastest growing regions not just in the state but 
also in the country. Our county is expected to outpace statewide growth in the foreseeable future, 
and could triple in size in the next 50 years surpassing half a million people. 

The Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD) has three primary 
revenue sources - water rates, impact fees and property taxes. Impact fees are anticipated to 
generate $2.96 billion of incremental revenue through 2060. WCWCD's wholesale water rate is 
increasing gradually by $0.10 per 1,000 gallons up to an additional $3.00 per 1,000 gallons 
during the next 30 years. This increase translates into approximately $1.75 billion 
in incremental water rate revenue for capital expenditures through 2060 when applied to total 
estimated water deliveries by WCWCD. Finally, with rising property values, the value of 
new construction, and the phase in of remaining property tax rate is anticipated to generate an 
incremental $1.41 billion through 2060. 

Based on a preliminary design, LPP' s projected cost ranges between $1 billion and $1. 7 billion. 
The combination of water rates, impact fees and property taxes have the capacity to generate 
more than $6 billion in incremental revenue through 2060. These funds will be more than 
sufficient to fully fund Washington County's water infrastructure requirements including the 
LPP. 
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June 6, 2020 
Page 2 

The LPP will also support significant economic activity in Washington County, including an 
additional: $12 billion in total personal income; $4.5 billion in total wages and salaries; and $11 
billion in gross metropolitan product. In addition, for every dollar of public investment in water 
infrastructure, $13 .46 is generated in return for Washington County by way of sales and income 
taxes through 2060. These dollars can be used to build roads, fund schools, provide for public 
safety and fund other public initiatives. 

The LPP has been on the drawing boards for a good part of the time that I have been practicing 
accounting in St. George. It's time to complete the environmental impact statement and authorize 
the State of Utah to construct the project for the benefit of Washington County. 

Sincerely, 

George B. Graff, CPA 
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June 15, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am a life-long resident o(\1\/ashingfon County &fowing up and working on a family ranch. Also, 
I have over 20 years of experience in the bankin&lndustry serving the consumers and small 
businesses of our community. · �~� 

Most of the 540 ranches and farms are family-owned in. Washington County. These families rely 
on their land and water rights for livestock grazing, orchards, food and fiber production, and 
providing for their families. The state of Utah and.Washington County have considered the 
conversion of water from agricultural use to municipal use as an alternative to the Lake Powell 
Pipeline (LPP). This can be accomplished in three ways, i.e., (1) the "buy and dry" of agricultural 
lands, (2) municipal growth onto agricultural lands with the acquisition of accompanying water 
rights, or (3) the use of various lease or other interruptible supply arrangements with owners of 
agricultural water rights. 

These studies have determined that there are numerous limitations on water transfers, 
including: quality of agricultural water; negative environmental and socio-economic 
consequences; equipment and storage costs; legal limitations on irrigation company 
water transfers; uncertainty from interruptible water supply arrangements; and a desire to 
maintain a healthy agricultural economy and associated open spaces. Washington County 
values agriculture as part of the local economy and strives to protect its agricultural heritage. 
Turning to alternate supply sources simply shifts the supply burden away from the water 
available to the State under its Colorado River Compact allocation and onto the other sources 
which, for a variety of reasons, are not suitable substitutes. 

The LPP is essential for Washington County to meet current and projected water demands in 
Washington County while maximizing the use of existing available water supplies. Those who 
would have the Washington County Water Conservancy District forego development of LPP 
and instead rely primarily on conservation in combination with agricultural water transfers fail 
to acknowledge the immense risk associated with a failure to timely utilize available Colorado 
River supplies. 
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June 15, 2020 
Page 2 

The sooner the Bureau of Reclamation (Bureau) completes the LPP Environmental Impact 
Statement the better. The agriculture and banking industries support the LPP and look forward 
to the issuance of the Bureau's Record of Decision in favor of the Southern Alternative. 

Kip Bowler 
Rock Canyon Bank 
94 East Tabernacle 
St. George, UT 84770 
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. June 5, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Park~ay 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

SAVAGE ESPLIN & RADMALL, PC 
• Certified Public Accountants • 

' -

There is no infrastructure more important to our success than our water'system in Washington 
County. This infrastructure must work 24 hours a day, seven days a week without interruption. 
In addition, investment in our vital wa~er infrastructure Will create good jobs and promote full 
economic vitality in southwestern Utah. · 

Th.e \Jtah Board of Water Resources is planning !O invest between $1.0~${7 billion in the . 
prnposed L,;lke Pow.ell Pipeline (LPP).The _Washington County Wat.er Cons~rvancy D,istrict 

: • ! . ·, • �~� . • ' • ' •. • • • • I • I • ' ' • • • • 

(W,CWCD) will repay t~e.state gradually as growth occur~ an_q water is used. All 10 regional 
muni~ipal c~stomers served by th,e WCWCD have formaily approyed the project. , 

WCWCD has three essential legislatively-approved sources of capital and operating funds that . . - ' . 

will be used to repay the state: water rates, property taxes and impact fees. The combination of 
these sources can generate sufficient revenu~ to repa,y the Lake Powell Pipeline costs, 
according to an independent audit performed by the Utah Office of the Legislatiye Auditor 
Ge'neral in-2019. 

WCWCD impart fees -an~ incr~aslng $1,000 3!1~u,~l!;;tt~ro(J3h 2025., after \vhi~h they 3tC !nd~xed 
to the Producer's Price lnde~ for construction materials. lmp~ctfeesare anticipated to .. 
gen'erate $2.96 billion of i,ncremental ·revenue through 2060. 

WCWCD's wholesale water rate is increasing gradually by $0.10 per 1,000 gallons· up to an 
additional $3.00 per 1,000 gallons during the next 30 years. This increase.translates into 
approximately $1.75 billion in incremental water rate revenue for capital expenditures 
through 2060 whe_n applied to total estim_ated water deliveries by WCWCD. 

Finally, the combination ·of rising property V?tlues, ·the. value of .n~w construction, and the phase 
in of rer,na1

ini_ng prnperty t~x rate is anticipated ~9 g~nerate an incremental $1.41.bil_lion through 
2060. 

, , 
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June 5, 2020 

Page 2 

These funds will be more than sufficient tofuUy fund Washington County's water infrastructure 
requirements and ensure a safe, stable and sufficient water supply for the next half-century. As 
demonstrated by our votes for elected officials and the continued pursuit of this project by 
those officials at the local, regional and state levels, the people continue to show their faith that 
this project has both the economic and environmental balance needed to bring water here and 
secure our growing future. 

I ask the Bureau of Reclamation to issue its Record of Decision to permit the construction of this 
crucial project for our region. 

Sincerely, 
Savage Esplin & Radmall, PC 

aft~ 1l (9i]M1{WU J cpA 
Angela Norman 
Certified Public Accountant 
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June 11, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter: 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A101 
St. George, UT 84770 

(435) 628-7374 • Fax (435) 634-1113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

80~~-p~~~YJ~J~J i:l~\Ef.a OFF"KCE 
J·l~W~ 22 ,2~)tJ1 l i.: L\7 

As a member of the Washington County Board of REALTORS®, I have seen significant growth 
in southern Utah. In 2019, Washington County saw a 7% increase in single home values over the 
end of 2018. The trend is expected to extend through 2020 well into the future. Home building is 
on an upswing. People are moving to St. George and the county at an increasing rate. In fact, St. 
George and Washington County are "booming." We are adding population, businesses, and new 
homes daily. We are among the fastest growing cities in the nation. 

At this time, our population, building, and business boom rely upon the Virgin River Basin as 
our sole source for water. With our growth projections nearing half a million people in 
Washington County by 2060, we need an additional source of water to support our population. 
The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP)'s Southern Alternative is a logical solution to this challenge. 

Once constructed, the LPP will support an additional 300,000 people, 120,000 jobs, and 10,000 
new businesses. It will deliver up to 86,249 additional acre feet of water to 10 Washington 
County communities, annually. 

Additionally, construction of the Southern Alternative will alleviate the pressures of boom and 
growth on small, local water supply systems and the Virgin River Basin. The basin is made up of 
small creeks and streams, many that run only seasonally, making irrigation a primary source of 
water supply for smaller communities. The basin drains into one small river, the Virgin River, 
which has an average annual flow of about 100 cubic feet per second. This limited water supply 
is not reliable or sustainable for the growing population and growing water demands of 
southwestern Utah and Washington County. 
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The LPP's Southern Alternative offer what southern Utah needs: a realistic strategy for 
supporting our growing future. By providing redundancy to our current water system and 
reducing the burden on the Virgin River Basin, we protect our resource and add vitality to our 
region. Because the LPP is robust with opportunities that support continued growth, we also add 
value to our properties and communities. 
Together, these attributes add up to success for Washington County. Please move forward with 
the Environmental Impact Statement recommending the Southern Alternative as the preferred 
alternative and sign the Record of Decision. 

S~cerely, .# 
a President Elect 
Washington County Board of REALTORS® 
ERA Brokers St. George 
201 E St George Blvd 
St. George, UT 84 770 
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June 11, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter: 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A101 
St. George, UT 84770 

( 435) 628-737 4 • Fax ( 435) 634-1113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

~30R-PRiJtJl[~ f~R:EA OFFI(:E 
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I believe in giving back. As a REAL TOR®, a foster mom, and a community advocate who has 
served on a myriad of committees from child welfare to government affairs, I have seen the best 
of what our community has to offer. Additionally, I am a small business owner. I know what it 
takes to support a business and a home in Washington County. Our home is a safe and grounded 
place, encouraging for business and family development. It deserves our support and guidance as 
it grows into its future. 

Water is key to the future's success for Washington County and St. George, where niy family 
and I call home. We owe it to one another to learn the role of water in St. George, how 
developing and ensuring it for the future will help promote our shared success. We need to 
embrace innovation and technology to continue providing the best for our region of the state. The 
Lake Powell Pipeline brings these elements together to create a more diverse and secure water 
supply for all of Washington County. 

The unexpected looms as a challenge for a single source water supply system such as ours. We 
run the risk that future weather and climate events like long droughts, forest fires, large storms 
and subsequent flash flooding will denigrate our water quality and damage the infrastructure that 
keeps our supply available. System failure is a concern. Prudent planning should include 
additional sources of supply to meet our demands in times of drought. The LPP fulfills our future 
. water needs better than other plans. 

Further, when we do not have a varied and reliable supply, we run the risk of water shortages and 
scarcity. When water is scarce, growth stops, the economy suffers, and people find themselves in 
dire economic situations. Often, what we cannot grow and build ourselves, we bring in from 
somewhere else. Water is no different. 

The LPP offers an additional, reliable source of water out of the Colorado River and one of the 
largest reservoirs in the West. Once constructed it will bring up to 86,249 additional acre-feet of 
water to 10 southwestern communities, including St. George. It will make possible redundancy 
in a system that, to date, relies solely on one primary source of water: The Virgin River Basin. 
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The LPP will also bolster infrastructure so that should damages occur to the water systems that 
currently exist, other infrastructure will be available to help alleviate and bear the additional 
burden of delivery demands, helping to avoid water shortages. If the waters available in the 
Virgin River Basin suffer a drought, our community will still be able to draw from Lake Powell. 
Most importantly, our future generations, our children's children, will have water upon which to 
rely. 

I encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to thoroughly study the actions in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. I am confident you will conclude, as I have, that the Southern 
Alternative including the LPP is the best alternative for our region of the state. LPP will mitigate 
the vulnerabilities like unexpected demand and supply interruption with a lifeline to the 
Colorado River that ensures reliable water deliveries by the late 2020s and well into the future. 

Sincerely, 

~::;rr;Mk/) 
President, Washington County Board of REALTORS® 
Markel Realty Group 
393 E Riverside Dr, Ste 201 
St George, UT 84 790 
435-632-9621 
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Rick Baxter, Project Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter: 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A 101 
St. George, UT 84770 

(435) 628-7374 • Fax (435) 634-1113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

Washington County is growing, and our current water supply will not meet the coming demand. 

We need infrastructure to support growth. In 2019, Washington County saw a 7% increase in single 
home values over the end of 2018. The trend is expected to extend through 2020 well into the 
future. Home building is on an upswing. People are moving to St. George and the greater county at 
an increasing rate. In fact, St. George and Washington County are "booming." We are adding 
population, businesses, and new homes daily. By some counts, St. George is the 21st fastest growing 
"boomtown" in the nation for businesses. 

Our current water system is limited. All water comes from one large, but finite source. The Virgin 
River Basin has not only water quantity issues with the basin, but also water quality issues. We run 
the risk that future weather and climate events like long droughts, forest fires, large storms and 
subsequent flash flooding will denigrate our water quality and damage the infrastructure that keeps 
our supply available. System failure is a concern. Prudent planning should include additional 
sources of supply to meet our demands in times of drought and provide additional storage facilities 
to capture water during large storm events, or years of abundant snowpack and runoff. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP)'s Southern Alternative is a logical solution to our water supply 
challenges. In addition to helping us meet future demand, the LPP also addresses long-time 
uncertainty. From rate of growth to unpredictable seasons due to climate change, it is not possible to 
predict the damages, water shortfalls, and other challenges our limited water supply system might 
face. To counter this, the LPP offers an additional, reliable source of water out of the Colorado 
River and one of the largest reservoirs in the West and additional infrastructure to support delivery 
of those water supplies. 
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I encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to move forward into the Record of Decision, 
recommending the Southern Alternative as the preferred alternative for our region. 

Sincerely,~ _ 

�~�~�~� 
Clay Brinkerhoff, Past President 
Washington County Board of REALTORS® 
St. George 
1173 S 250 W, Ste 102, St George, UT 84770 
435-215-1333 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am on the board of directors for Dixie Power and the Development Officer for Dixie State 
University. In both capacities, I have a strong interest in the future of our community and 
specifically about the water we need to sustain us. 

Dixie Power, an electric cooperative that owns and manages the transmission lines in the vicinity 
of the Lake Powell Pipeline near Sand Hollow Reservoir, provides power to 25,000 members in 
southern Utah and northern Arizona and supply one-third of the power in Washington County. 
We recently have been able to work with the Utah Division of Water Resources to use a new 
substation we will be building near Sand Hollow Reservoir. The substation could be an 
interconnect point for the Lake Powell Pipeline. This will allow the project to minimize impacts 
to the Dixie Springs residents and would require a minor modification to the project. 

We appreciate that Reclamation agreed to study this option in the Environmental Impact 
Statement. I would like to voice support for this option. 

In my job at Dixie State, we also rely on the Kem C. Gardner Institute at the University of Utah, 
for growth projections. It is estimated that Washington County's population will increase by 
approximately 229% through 2065. Our University must be prepared for that amount of growth 
and water it will take to sustain our school along with businesses we rely on for support. 

It i-s-far-these··reasons·, f'rrslcReclamation to issue a Record of Decision in favor of the Southern 
Alignment imd al:low·th~"'Stll~"and the Washington County Water Conservancy District to move 
for.ward.with• this project···· ·· 

Sincerely, 

Lance Brown 
SLGeorge, Utah· 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

The Preferred Alternative studied in the Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact 
Statement is the best solution to meet southern Utah's water needs. 

Critics of the Lake Powell Pipeline tout "abundant alternative sources of supply" to meet 
future water demand. They suggest transferring water from agriculture to meet future 
supply gaps. Those of us who run ranches in Utah understand that it will take a multi
faceted approach to meet future demand and the Lake Powell Pipeline is a critical part 
of that plan. 

I support the Preferred Alternative because it does not sacrifice one area of our 
economy for the others. Farming and ranching are also an important economic engine 
for Utah. Agricultural production and processing account for: 

• $21 billion in economic output for Utah; 
• Approximately 80,000 jobs and $3.5 billion in income; and 
• More than 15% to our economy. 

LPP opponents have overstated the amount of ag available. A detailed analysis by 
Utah's former State Engineer, Jerry Olds, PE, has shown that a total of 23,000 acre feet 
of agricultural water may be reliably available for municipal use. That is less than the 
35,000 to 40,00Ostatedby project opponents. 

The-proponents of agriculture transfer have not taken into consideration the following 
limitations. ,_ -

• The quality of agricultural water in Washington County is largely unsuitable for 
domestic supply"purposes absent costly advanced treatment. 

• Installing pumps, :pipe and storage to capture, control and use ag water is 
expensive . 

. ,~-¾There afeexisting water company bylaws and other legal limitations on transfers 
' . . 'from irrigation cc:>mpanies. 
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• Negative environmental and socio-economic consequences associated with loss 
of green space and loss of return flows to the river. 

• Economic consequences of harm to the agricultural industry. 
• Food security consequences of loss of locally grown food. 

Utah's farmers and ranchers are doing their part to be better stewards of our water 
resources. Many are applying effective management strategies to improve agricultural 
water use while maintaining optimal production and yield. Some examples include 
improved irrigation scheduling and crop specific irrigation management including micro
sprinklers and drip irrigation used for the production of fruits and vegetables. These 
strategies allow for the conservation of water and energy and decrease grower's costs. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is the best solution to getting more water to our area. I urge 
the Bureau of Reclamation to reject proposals that rely on local water to meet our future 
demands and ask you to conclude the EIS process and issue the Record of Decision in 
favor of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Rancher 
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From: Blake Frei <blakefrei23@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 4:47 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Attn: Rick Baxter (Lake Powell Pipeline) 
Attachments: LPP Letter.pdf 
 
Mr. Baxter,  
 
Please see attached letter concerning the Lake Powell Pipeline.   
 
Thanks, 
 
 

Blake Frei, mba  
The Frei Team 
@ Realty Executives 
cell: (435) 680-3985 
office: 435-628-1677 
fax: 435-628-7480 
 
www.blakefrei.com 
 

 
CHECK US OUT ON ALL OF OUR PLATFORMS!  
 

Error! Filename not specified. 
 
 

@.-.~ ~~ ~ ==~ 
E FREI TEAM 

REAL ESTATE 
BUY • SELL • INVES T 
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June 11, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

WASH INGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A 101 
St. George, UT 84770 

(435) 628-7374 • Fax (435) 634-1113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

Planning for growth and the future is an important part of community leadership. At the 
Washington County Board of REALTORS® we take this responsibility seriously. We see the 
needs of families and businesses and must guide them accordingly. Growth is a major factor. 
Because we have to make best use of the limited water resources available to Washington 
County as we develop what we have to meet growing future demands, what the Lake Powell 
Pipeline (LPP) offers is important: a reliable, redundant, and well-planned source for water. If 
we do not secure our water supplies now, we will likely face shortages in the future. 

1n 2019, Washington County saw a 7% increase in single home values over the end of 2018. The 
trend is expected to extend through 2020 well into the future. Horne building is on an upswing. 
People are moving to St. George and the greater county at an increasing rate. 1n fact, St. George 
and Washington County are "booming." We are adding population, businesses, and new homes 
daily. By some counts, St. George is the 21st fastest growing ''boomtown" in the nation for 
businesses. In other surveys we are the third fastest growing community in the nation. 

At this time, our population, building, and business boom rely upon the Virgin River Basin as 
our sole source for water. With our growth projections nearing half a million people in 
Washington County by 2060, we need a reliable source of water to support our population. 

The LPP provides redundancy and protection against future risks like long droughts forest fir es, 
large storms and subsequent flash flooding. System faiJure is a concern. To mitigate that 
concern, the LPP includes additional sources of supply and infrastructure to meet our demands in 
times of drought. 

Additionally, construction of the Southern Alternative will alleviate the pressures of boom and 
growth on small, local water supply systems and the Virgin River Basin. The basin is made up of 
small creeks and streams, many that run only seasonally making irrigation a primary source of 
water supply for smaller communities. The basin drains into one small river, the Virgin River, 
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which has an average annual flow of about l 00 cubic feet per second. This limited water supply 
is not reliable or sustainable for the growing population and growing water demands of 
southwestern Utah and Washington County. 

Once constructed, the LPP will support an additional 300 000 people 120,000 jobs, and l 0,000 
new businesses. It will deliver up to 86,249 additional acre feet of water to 10 Washington 
County communities, annually. These opportunities combined with well-thought out reliability 
and redundancy measures make the LPP a well-planned solution to our future water challenges. 

To plan for growth in a water short region, reliability, redundancy, and good planning are 
necessary. The LPP, which is part of the Southern Alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement has all of these elements. Please move it forward and sign the Record of Decision. 

Since~4-
Blake Frei, Director 
Board of Directors 
Washington County Board of REALTORS® 
Realty Executive 
590 E St George Blvd 
St George, UT 84770 
435-628-1677 

' 
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From: Boyd Livingston <boyd@cbstgeorge.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 5:09 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line letter 
Attachments: 20200616_144712.pdf 
 

Please consider my letter. Thank you! 
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June 11, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A 101 
St. George, UT 84770 

(435) 628-7374 • Fax (435) 634-1113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

I support the Lake Powell Pipeline {LPP) because St. George is expected to continue growing over the next 30-
40 years requiring a major new water supply. 

The city of St. George is the economic center for southern Utah. St. George is a tourist and retirement 
destination due to its temperate climate, variety of recreational activities, and relatively low cost of living. 
With adequate water infrastructure that supports our community's vision, St. George can flourish and improve 
the quality of life for its residents, attract and support businesses, and provide new opportunities while 
protecting the way of life we cherish. 

Recent population growth trends suggest that Washington County will approach or even exceed local water 
resources by 2028. The LPP will bring water to 10 communities in southern Utah, including St. George, in a 
cost-effective, dependable and environmentally responsible way. The water infrastructure project is consistent 
with St. George's vision to plan for growth to avoid a situation where development exceeds the capacity of 
public facilities and services. 

Approving the Lake Powell Pipeline wlll create predictability for the city's comprehensive planning and also for 
the private sector to help serve St. George's development vision. Having an adequate and reliable water supply 
allows the public planners and private developers to focus on providing cost-effective infrastructure and 
services. 

This major water infrastructure project is also expected to provide significant local and statewide economic 
benefits, including over $11 billion of income tax revenue and $9.4 billion of sales revenue from 2026 to 2060. 
These dollars can be used to build roads, fund schools, provide for public safety, and fund other public 
initiatives. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline will help us utilize a new water source to ensure communities in Washington County 
have the water they need to meet the demands of a growing population 
in the future. I'm concerned that absent sufficient water, St. George Will not meet its economic potential and 
existing residents and businesses will be put at risk. 

0090



The Draft EIS demonstrates that this project can be built without significant impacts. I encourage the Bureau of 
Reclamation to take every action to advance this project. 

�~� 
Boyd Livingston, Treasurer 
Washington County Board of REALTORS® 
Owner/Partner, Coldwell Banker Premier Realty 
157 E. Riverside Drive, Suite lA, St. George, Utah 
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From: emayjude@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Emma Judd 
<emayjude@everyactioncustom.com> 

Sent: Friday, June 19, 2020 10:13 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Reject the Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline 
 

Dear Bureau of Reclamation, 
 
�t�������}�v�[�š���v�����������v�Ç���u�}�Œ�����‰�]�‰���o�]�v�����‰�Œ�}�i�����š�•�X���d�Z���Ç�����Œ���������•�š�Œ�µ���š�]�À�������v�������v���}�À���Œ�o�Ç-
complicated solution to a problem that could easily be solved in other ways. I 
urge you to reject the Lake Powell Pipeline and the damage it would inflict. 
Removing water from the river for this project is unnecessary and would take 
away water that's needed by wildlife and millions of people who live 
downstream. 
 
Sincerely, 
Emma Judd 
Coalville, UT 84017 
emayjude@gmail.com 
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From: Jake Carlen <jake.carlen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 9:25 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL]  
 
I oppose the lake powell pipeline. I prefer conservation efforts in lieu of the pipeline.  
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From: Kade Ence <kade.ence@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 5:48 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] We need water 
Attachments: MX-4070_20200616_155214.pdf 
 
I've attached a letter sharing my support in completing the LPP. 
 
 
Thanks, 
 
Kade Ence, MBA 
Real Estate Broker 
Keller Williams Realty 
435-862-9955 

 
StGeorgeRealEstateUtah.com 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF REAL TORS. 

1070 West 1600 South, Suite A 101 
St. George, UT 84770 

(435) 628-7374 • Fax (435) 634-1 113 
wcbr.org • wcbr@infowest.com 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is a critical project for Utah given the population growth expected for Washington 
County over the next 30 years . 

According to the Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute at the University of Utah, Washington County was the 
fastest growing county in 2019 with 5.6% growth. Net migration accounts for over 90% of that growth. A 
changing demographic landscape is developing with a wide variety of age groups moving into the area . 

With this population growth, it makes sense that residential life would expand at a similar rate. St. George, 
the economic hub of Washington County, has a growth rate that outpaces most of Utah and will likely 
continue to do so with many more homes on the way. In-migration increases the demands for housing, 
goods and services, which increases the demand for labor, which results in new in-migration. In addition, the 
Washington County's strong tourism component creates job opportunities, as well. 

Rapid population growth and robust job expansion go hand in hand. But a recently developed job-to-job flow 
data suggests that a large portion of workers move to the St. George metropolitan area for nonmonetary 
reasons including quality of life. This in-migration not only includes workers and their families, but also 
citizens who want to retire in southern Utah. 

The projections indicate that water demand will exceed local supplies as early as 2028, resulting in shortages 
if additional water sources aren't secured. LPP is necessary to meet the projected water demands in 
Washington County while maximizing the use of existing available water supplies. 
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The Bureau of Reclamation has a great reputation for developing critical water projects In the West. You 
have done a thorough job with the draft LPP EIS. Please continue your great track record and help get the 
LPP on line for our communities. 

Kade Ence, Director 
Washington County Board of REALTORS• 
KW SG Keller Williams Success 2 
1624 S Convention Center Drive 
St. George, UT 84790 
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From: lori@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lori McDonald <lori@everyactioncustom.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2020 9:27 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Reject the Lake Powell Pipeline! 
 

Dear Bureau of Reclamation, 
 
I'm writing to urge you to reject the Utah Division of Water Resources' proposed 
Lake Powell Pipeline. The project is unnecessary, expensive and would seriously 
damage the region's lands, water, wildlife and downstream communities. 
 
My husband and I are Utah natives and taxpayers. The proposed pipeline would 
cut through fragile, irreplaceable public lands. The value of protecting these 
landscapes far outweighs the overuse of water in Washington   County. 
 
Flooding Washington County with more water will induce more unsustainable 
growth. Other cities across the Southwest and around the country have already 
proven how little water when used wisely is needed for all to live a comfortable 
life. 
 
This development would also further fragment habitat many imperiled plants and 
animals that inhabit this unique area. Removing water from the river for this 
project is unnecessary and would take away water that's needed by wildlife and 
millions of people who live downstream. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori McDonald 
Park City, UT 84098 
lori@turn4turn.com 
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From: Mandie S <mandiek22@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 2:44 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
The risks and Cost of the LPP outweigh any benefit to our community at this time.  
 
The fact that we are junior in our rights to water shares of the colorado river that would feed the LPP is 
a huge problem. Gambling with our tax dollars by building a pipeline that does not 
GUARANTEE southern utah residents any kind of actual water is a risky and financially reckless 
endeavor. 
 
 Our current conservation efforts fall far short of their potential. We absolutely need a more creative 
and efficient conservation system in place. We are a desert community, conservation of water usage 
should be a number one priority for our local leaders to tackle. We need to optimize the water we 
ACTUALLY are able to access in a real tangible capacity, and allocate it in a conservative and financially 
responsible way.  
 
Advancing a huge expensive project to bring water that we may or may not EVER be able to access is in 
no way our only option. If we were to optimize our local management of our local water resources, and 
put forth creative and attainable conservation strategies into play we could stem the need for the LPP 
altogether. LPP should be a desperate last resort that we consider when all other efforts have been 
made.  
 
At this time I oppose the LPP.  
 
Thank you,  
Mandie Shelton  
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From: Rob Das <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 9:28 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

We have enough water. If developers want to build thousands of new houses (like Desert Color), LET 
THEM pay for this pipeline. It may not even be built in my lifetime. Why should existing customers have 
to pay for future possible residents. Could me a huge NO for this project. CONSERVE WATER FIRST. Start 
with NO LAWNS. This is a desert. Act like it. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Das 
robdas310@gmail.com 
84790 
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From: Julian Wright <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 2:42 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

Reminds me of the "BIG DIG" of Boston years ago. Has anyone here reviewed some of their problems? 
In our opinion, has anyone talked to GOD about having any water available? That is if there are more 
outsiders immigrants coming here. 

Sincerely, 

Julian Wright 
julianrobertwright@gmail.com 
84790 
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From: Elizabeth Fredrick <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 11:03 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

I do not support the Lake Powell Pipeline. The communities in Southern Utah need to live within their 
means and developers should not be permitted to build further until they find a renewable water 
solution. The water from Lake Powell is part of the lifestream of the Colorado River that already supplies 
water to communities for basic needs including agriculture. If you transport that water somewhere else, 
you hurt those existing and established communities, include our food supply. The Colorado River does 
not have an endless supply of water! 
Thanks, 
Liz 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth Fredrick 
emsneath@gmail.com 
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From: Rob Das <robdas310@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 6:43 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Pipeline project 
 
First of all, NOT IMPRESSED with the default "in favor of" option on the website. Very disingenuous. How 
dare you? How do you *know* what website visitors opinions are? 
 
Secondly, we (St George) have enough water for the existing residents. If developers want to build 
thousands of new houses (like Desert Color), LET THEM pay for this pipeline. It may not even be built in 
my lifetime. Why should existing customers have to pay for future possible residents? Based on what 
I've read, we don't need it yet - maybe never. What jobs are going to support all these potential 
thousands of new residents? 
 
Thirdly, it seems like someone/people involved with this project are determined to ram it through, 
despite the potential negative impacts on Indian lands, and by apparently manipulating data. This whole 
thing needs independent oversight. 
 
Lastly, CONSERVE WATER FIRST. Start with NO LAWNS. This is a desert. Act like it. 
 
No Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rob Das 
St. George, UT 84790 
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From: Carlson,Sean A <SCarlson@mwdh2o.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 5:06 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] request to be added to notification list - Lake Powell 

Pipeline Project Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Greetings, 
  
Please add me to the notification list for the project- Lake Powell Pipeline Project Environmental 
Impact Statement 
  
Thank you, 
  
  
Sean Carlson  
Team Manager, Environmental Planning Section 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
700 N Alameda St 
Los Angeles, Ca 90012 
Office: 213-217-6276  
Cell: 909-374-2751 
  
  
  
  
 
  ________________________________   
 
This communication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain 
information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, 
copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any 
attachments or embedded links, from your system. 
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From: Katrina Schwab <tiaschwab11@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 11:01 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline Project - public comment 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
 
I strongly oppose the proposed Lake Powell Pipeline because it would cause great harm to our 
water resources. Its construction would violate Washington County's commitment to 
permanently protect the Red Cliffs Desert Reserve. It would threaten the already endangered 
Mojave desert tortoises since it will cut directly through its densest population, and weaken the 
Bureau of Land Management's Red Cliffs National Conservation Area, setting a worrying 
precedent. Further, the $3 billion, taxpayer-funded pipeline is a dubious investment because the 
Colorado River --  on which it's dependent --  may be depleted as drought cycles become more 
severe.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Tia Schwab 
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From: Troy Belliston <troy@bellistonconstruction.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 6:39 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Comments 
 

June 18, 2020  

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager  

Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office  

302 East Lakeview Parkway  

Provo, UT 84606  

Mr. Baxter:  

As a father, former city councilman, and owner of a full - service construction company in 
Washington County, I recognize the need to increase and diversify our wa ter supply for the 
stability of our growing community. Washington County is one of the fastest growing cities 
in the nation and has a limited water resource that is nearly fully developed. New resource 
development and additional water conservation are esse ntial for our future.  

My wife and I are both natives of southern Utah. After a decade of service in the armed 
forces, we wanted to return home and raise our children in a stable environment. Our family 
is here. Our home is here. Our business is here. We lo ve this community and want to 
protect its high quality of life while allowing the community to grow in a way that adds value 
and quality of life to its citizens.   Additionally, it is extremely important to me that my 
future grandchildren and their families  have the opportunity to live here in Southern Utah 
and without the LPP that opportunity is quickly becoming slim.  

Without a safe, reliable water supply, our community will not reach its full potential. The 
Lake Powell Pipeline is the only option that can �G�L�Y�H�U�V�L�I�\���V�R�X�W�K�H�U�Q���8�W�D�K�¶�V���Z�D�W�H�U���V�X�S�S�O�\����
�6�R�X�W�K�H�U�Q���8�W�D�K�¶�V���R�Q�J�R�L�Q�J���G�U�R�X�J�K�W���D�Q�G���F�O�L�P�D�W�H���Y�D�U�L�D�W�L�R�Q�V���X�Q�G�H�U�V�F�R�U�H���K�R�Z���F�U�L�W�L�F�D�O���L�W���L�V���I�R�U���X�V��
�W�R���W�D�S���L�Q�W�R���8�W�D�K�¶�V���X�Q�X�V�H�G���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R���5�L�Y�H�U���Z�D�W�H�U���U�L�J�K�W�� 

Additional water conservation is also necessary as we continue growing . Washington County 
has decreased its per capita water use by 30% from 2000 -2018 while nearly doubling its 
�S�R�S�X�O�D�W�L�R�Q�����$���U�H�F�H�Q�W���O�D�Q�G���X�V�H���V�W�X�G�\���E�\���W�K�H���8�W�D�K���*�R�Y�H�U�Q�R�U�¶�V���2�I�I�L�F�H���R�I���0�D�Q�D�J�H�P�H�Q�W���D�Q�G��
�%�X�G�J�H�W���F�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G���W�K�D�W���:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q���&�R�X�Q�W�\�¶�V���O�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H�V���D�U�H���D�P�R�Q�J���W�Ke most water -efficient 
in the state. New developments feature little to no turf as well as water -smart fixtures and 
appliances. Developers have adopted smart water development practices to safeguard 
against the risks of a single, limited water supply.  

We a re committed to additional water conservation, reuse and other efforts to stretch our 
�O�R�F�D�O���Z�D�W�H�U���V�X�S�S�O�L�H�V�����E�X�W���Z�H���Q�H�H�G���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H���W�R���S�U�R�W�H�F�W���R�X�U���F�R�P�P�X�Q�L�W�\�¶�V��
�F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���I�X�W�X�U�H���L�Q�Y�H�V�W�P�H�Q�W�V�����7�K�H�U�H���L�V�Q�¶�W���D���V�X�E�V�W�L�W�X�W�H���I�R�U���Z�D�W�H�U�� 

Respectfully,  

0289-1

0289-2

0289
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0289-2 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



Troy Belliston  

 
Troy Belliston 
Belliston Construction, Inc 
(435)229-3785 
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PIPELINE 

June 18, 2020 

Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, Utah 84606 

Ladies & Gentlemen: 

I am vehemently opposed to any expenditure to construct any pipeline at taxpayer's expense to 
encourage the runaway growth of Washington County and the City of St. George! 

Mark Houmard 

SunRiver/St. George 
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ZiOJJ:1 
CONVENTION & TOURISM OFFICE 

June 22, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 -

Mr. Baxter: 

Washington County welcomes--approximately six-million visitors annually, touting a higher 
visitation per capita than Las Vegas, NV. Tourismiii'a vital and vibrant component of the 
county's economy. 1:J . 1r1 , 

In 2018, tourism accounted for approximatelyr$!731 million of output for Washington 
County businesses and contributed nearly $380 'rriilhon in value added. Visitor spending 
generated approximately--$'--2'5 millionin s-ates ta'X"t evenue. An estimated 10,000 jobs are 

t dth ht . -11,nl,11 1!Jb1Jl111n·~1, l'tl ' 
suppor e roug ounsm. 5 .1~1.

1 
h,_ , n .Jl i: 

Visitors come from all over the world to enjoy the county's scenic state and national parks 
and other amenities as well as to participate in a wide variety of recreational activities and 
cultural events. 

Similar to Washington County's resident population, our annual visitation is growing. 
Preparing the resources to accommodate the needs of our county and its guests is essential 
to our quality of life and economic stability - water is a vital resource. 

I support the Washington County Water Conservancy District's efforts to bring a needed 
water supply to our region via the Lake Powell Pipeline. The draft Environmental Impact 
Statement confirms the opinion of our state and local leadership - we need the water. 
Please approve the needed permits so this project can come to fruition. 

Kevin Lewis 
Director of Tourism 
Washington County 

0305-1
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June 24, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

I am the owner of OATS Trucking based in Hurricane, Utah with service centers in Arizona, 
Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, and Utah. Since forming the company in 1988, OATS has grown 
dramatically. In less than a deca'cl , -we·have gorre--from"'a single tractor and trailer to more than 
250 power units and 850 trailers. "'We'\:te-a+se-~ffi~-workforce of skilled transportation 
specialists to accommodate -this -gr-owth.-- ., ---·-~- -

The OATS Trucking growth story is replica'tecfTtiroughout this region. Washington County has 
averaged eight percent growth anriualry rom f 9'71 -2Ur8 and currently has nearly 200,000 
residents. All economic indicators signal strong , contfr,u~d growth and the state's population 
projections estimate the county could triple over the '•next 50 years. Therefore, it's important to 
recognize and plan for the growth to ensure c'dntinl'.led economic prosperity. 

We must have water to support businesses and resi<;lents. The Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) is a 
critical water infrastructure project for southern Utah. In addition to providing water needed for 
our economy, the LPP will also contribute to t,!7~ 17ation,a,I priorities of infrastructure development, 
business growth and job creation. Water from the LPP would annually support approximately 
more than 120,000 jobs and thousands of businesses. The water supplies delivered to 
Washington County through the LPP are estimated to support the generation of an additional 
$11 billion in sales tax revenue through 2060. Additional state personal income taxes 
associated with residents served by LPP water are estimated to generate nearly $9.4 billion 
through 2060. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline also allows Utah to benefit from its currently unused Colorado River 
water. Support of Utah's Colorado River water use was the focus of HCR 22 (attached), which 
encourages the state to "expeditiously develop and place to beneficial use wherever within the 
state the need may arise, the water apportioned to Utah under the Compacts." It was an honor 
to serve as the state sponsor of that Resolution and a highlight of my 20 years of legislative 
service. Water is the foundation of our economy and quality of life - it's absolutely essential to 
our future. 

I have served as a Utah Senator or Representative since 2009. I currently serve as Vice Chair, 
Executive Appropriations of the Utah State Senate. This service has given me years of insight 
and perspective - Utah residents have a "can do" attitude, especially when it comes to 
preparing for the future. It's one of the many things that makes are state so wonderful and the 
primary reasons we continue to experience such tremendous population and economic growth. 

History has demonstrated that the State of Utah can develop large infrastructure projects 
economically while respecting environmental resources. The state has funded more than 1,500 
regional water projects-all of them have been repaid . Last year, the Utah Office of the 
Legislative Auditor General 's analysis reaffirmed that Washington County can generate 
sufficient revenue to repay the LPP costs. This conclusion was confirmed again in the draft EIS 
socioeconomics analysis, which reported the project is financially feasible and affordable. The 

BC~R-f~ROt}O fiRE~1 OFFI~~t 
JUN 29 '20PH12:25 
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June 24, 2020 
Page 2 

Washington County Water Conservancy District has already initiated several mechanisms to 
ensure the financial viability of this project. 

As a business owner and life-long resident of southern Utah, I'm concerned about the ongoing 
economic viability and stability of this region. Investments into our business require significant 
lead times and confidence in the basic public infrastructure to serve our employees and 
customers. The successful permitting and development of the LPP will ensure a reliable water 
supply. This is necessary for us to continue to invest in and grow our business. 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to quickly advance the LPP including issuing its Record of 
Decision. 

Don L. Ipson 
Chairman, President & CEO 
OATS Trucking Incorporated 
321 North Old Highway 91 
Hurricane, Utah 84737 
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June 26, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

During my 14 years as the executive director of the Department of Natural Resources, I 
appreciated the many well-intentioned, passionate people involved with state leaders on water 
policy who often provided great insight and feedback. 

Occasionally there were special interest groups who were not interested in reasonable solutions 
or working together. Sometimes founded in misinformation, these groups work to push their own 
agenda and further their cause. 

While diverse opinions can be beneficial, it's important to stay founded in facts. The facts, as 
noted in state and local water planning documents and echoed in the draft EIS, are that 
Washington County needs additional water, would benefit from a second source and there is 
water available in the Colorado River system for this project. 

Washington County is Utah's driest and fastest-growing region. Unlike the Wasatch Front, 
which is a closed basin with high runoff and return flows, Washington County is a small closed 
basin dependent on a single water source with variable flows. Washington County needs 
additional water and a more diverse supply to serve its growing population and economy. 

The belief that all of our water challenges can be addressed through only water conservation, 
reuse, or agricultural conversions is simply false. With Utah's population expected to double by 
2065, the Department of Natural Resources ta.kes planning for the future seriously. The 
department looks at the big picture and how growth impacts the state - from the forests to the 
fish to the lakes and rivers to the people who depend on and enjoy them. It's a balanced and 
coordinated effort that includes conservation, improved efficiency of existing infrastructure, and 
developing new infrastructure when and where necessary. 

Growth in southern Utah continues to be among the fastest in the country. With just one water 
source providing water to the area's 200,000 residents and 6 million+ visitors annually, the 
Legislature directed the state to move forward with the Lake Powell Pipeline project to help 
supply water to 10 communities and diversify the area's water supply. 

Utahns are conserving more water as they respond to the "Slow the Flow" message, apply for 
water-saving rebates, and follow the weekly lawn watering guide. Conservation is a cornerstone 
to sustaining Utah's quality of life. 
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Washington County has decreased its per capita water use 30% from 2000 to 2018 and is 
committed to ongoing water conservation; however, special interest groups discredit the county's 
water savings and accuse its residents of being wasteful. These claims are not founded in fact. 
The critics fail to consider the various accounting practices to calculate water use as well as 
variations in a community's climate, demographics and socioeconomics. 

Utah, unlike other cities/states, reports all water use types by all categories so our numbers are 
more comprehensive than other areas. Our comprehensive water accounting practices provide an 
excellent resource for planning purposes, but may give the false impression we use more water 
than our neighbors. 

An audit conducted by Maddaus Water Management, a nationally recognized company with 
expertise in water conservation, concluded that the Washington County Water Conservancy 
District's (WC\VCD) conservation program is "on par with other notable programs in the 
western United States and exceeds those of other entities of a similar size and customer base." 
Maddaus compared WCWCD's conservation program to 10 similarly situated western water 
agencies with vigorous conservation programs and concluded that WCWCD's programs were on 
par with, or exceeded, those of its peers. 

Drastic conservation programs advocated by LPP opponents would not meet future water needs 
and would cost as much or more than the LPP without adding any water to the region. 
Implementing such programs could also have adverse socioeconomic and environmental 
consequences. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline Southern Alternative is clearly the best solution for meeting southern 
Utah's future water needs. I respectfully ask the Bureau to proceed with issuing a Record of 
Decision in favor of that alternative. 

�-�~�~� 
Mike Styler 
Former Director, Utah Division of Natural Resources 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation ·· 
Provo A rea Office , 
302 East Lakevie>v .Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr . Baxter: ' , , 

As a Realtor with ERA Brokers in St. G cirge Ulah, I can attest fir sthand to the explosive growth 
we have seen in our community-over the-past two decades. And more is on the way. Many of the 
new people ,;vho havc·r11oved;to soutli_en,tU~ah arc the same people who now want to close the 
door for others by limitin g water de,;elop1nent and gro-wth. 

I do believe growth can be handled responsibly and also beli eve that in frastructure projects Lhat 
suppo1i growth must be done in an environmentall y responsible manner. I have been pleased to 
learn that through the exhausti ve studies done for the Lake Powell Pipeline Project. including 
many of vvhich the Bureau of Reclamation has been involved, the impacts from the project are 
relati vely few and those thal occur during construction can be mitigated. Since the project 
follows mostly preexisting roads, utilit y corridors and ali gnments, the disturbances to the 
environment and cultural resources should be minimized. Your tudy di si.:usses miligation 
measures that can be taken to minimize impacts. 

1 support the implementation of measures to reduce environmental impacts of the project, yet 
move forward wilh the project that is so critical to southern Utah. The abilit y of our community 
to provide water for growing families or those moving to our area is criti cal to the viabilit y of 
southern Utah. My business and countl ess others depend on it. 

l support the Preferred A lt ernative for the Lake Powell Pipeline project and encourage 
Reclamation to approve the project. 

Si nccrcly, 

~:::o-~n~ 
ERA VP E~[~~~-P~:rJ~)O ~~~RE.fR DFFIC~E 

JUN 29. '20F'M 12: 24 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

-
I have been a real estate broker in Utah since 1984, served as Utah Real Estate Commissioner 
and was Chairman of the Board of the-Sl Ge.orge Area Chamber of Commerce. 

�~� - .-.;:- .-.-~-,-::---- ·- - - ~· -

The St. George Metropolitan Area has ranked among the fastest-growing areas in the country 
for decades. In-migration is a major factor in' Washington County's rapid expansion. 

'•I j •1 11 I j I 

The real estate markets in Washington Coun·ty have grown from household and business 
formations, and inbound migration. The housing market remains strong with dwelling unit 
permits up about 14% in 2019. The median sale price for a Washington County home was 
$320,000 in 2019, a 7% increase compared to the $300,000 reported at the end of 2018, 
according to the Utah Association of, Realtors.'\, 

The Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute at the University of Utah states Washington County was 
the fastest growing county in 2019 with 5.6% growth. Net migration accounts for the majority of 
that growth. A changing demographic landscape is developing with a wide variety of age groups 
moving into the area. 

This growth requires more water. Washington County is currently at great risk from its rel iance 
on one source of water, the Virgin River. As a small tributary of the Colorado River, the Virgin 
River is more susceptible to drought and climate change. The Lake Powell Pipeline diversifies 
the region's water sources, delivering water from the Colorado River, a new source and more 
reliable water supply to the area. LPP provides needed system redundancy, which adds a 
barrier against a single system failure and climate change. 

We need to build the Lake Powell Pipeline to transport more water to our community. I ask the 
Bureau of Reclamation to compete the environmental study and issue a Record of Decision for 
the Preferred Alternative. 
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Mr. Rick Baxter 

Bureau of Reclamation - Provo Area Office 

302 East Lakeview Parkway 

Provo, UT 84606 
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GARY R. HERBERT 
Governor 

SPENCER J. COX 
Lieutenant Governor 

June 18, 2020 

State of Utah 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

BRIAN C. STEED 
Executive Director 

Division of Water Resources 
TODD D. ADAMS 
Division Director 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

We have the honor of serving on the Utah Board of Water Resources (UBWR). Our board is 
comprised of eight individuals who were appointed by Gov. Gary R. Herbert to represent the 
eight river districts in the State of Utah. The board has specific powers and duties which include 
working closely with water conservancy districts, including the Washington County Water 
Conservancy District, to ensure they have the water resources needed to meet future demands. 

Recognizing the need to increase the water supply due to a growing population, the Utah State 
Legislature passed the 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act (Utah Code 73-28) that 
authorized the UBWR to build the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP). In fact, the LPP has been 
included in the state's comprehensive water plans for nearly 20 years. 

Since the late 1980s, Washington County has experienced the most rapid growth rate in Utah and 
one of the most rapid in the nation. There are 10 communities in Washington County that need 
the LPP to improve the reliability of water systems, protect against droughts and support 
economic vitality. 

Foi· over a century, the State of Utah and the Bureau of Reclamation have worked together on 
many important projects and policies including the allocation of water under the terms of the 
1922 Compact and the Law of the River. Cunently, Utah does not use its full share of water 
under this law. The LPP will use approximately 6% of Utah's annual average reliable supply 
from the Colorado River. Operating at full capacity, the LPP will deliver 0.5% of the average 
annual amount of water in Lake Powell according to the Bureau's statistics. Any impact 
will, therefore, be minimal. 

1594 West Nmth Temple, Suite 310, PO Box 146201, Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6201 
telephone (801) 538-7230 • facsimil e (801) 538-7279 • TTY (801) 538-7458 • www.water.utah.gov 
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Page2 
June 18, 2020 
Subject: Lake Powell Pipeline Draft EIS 

The LPP is a crucial water delivery project that, with the benefit of modern technology 
and engineering, President Theodore Roosevelt envisioned when he signed the 
Reclamation Act in 1902. We're pleased the Bureau of Reclamation and the technical 
experts who conducted the Draft LPP Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) concluded 
that Washington County needs the water and can afford to repay the state for the costs 
of building the project. And it points out that any impacts created during the 
construction of the project can be mitigated. We ask that the Bureau continue its 
heritage of supporting the western arid states by finalizing the LPP EIS and issuing a 
Record of Decision approving the Southern Alternative. 

Sincerely, 

J.!L;W~ 
�~�~� ~v 
·~cc.~· 

Blaine Ipson, Sevier River District, Board Chairman 
Kyle Stevens, Weber River District, Board Vice-Chair 
Wayne Andersen, Provo River District 
Randy Crozier, Green River District 
Charles Holmgren, Bear River District 
Norman L. Johnson, Upper Colorado River District 
James Lemmon, Lower Colorado River District 
Juliette Tennert, Salt Lake District 

Utah Board of Water Resources 
1594 W North Temple, Suite 310 
Salt Lake City, Utah, 84114 

1594 West North Temple, Suite 310, Pe Box 146201, Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6201 
telephone (801) 53t-7230 • facsimile (801) 53t-7279 • TTY (801) 53t-745t •www.water.utah.gov 
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June 24, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am native of St. George and live in the home my Great Grandpa built in the late 1800s. Like many other 
residents of Washington County, I have deep roots in my community. 

As a strong believer in the property rights givent:Q_§t_ijtes by the Constitution, I support the Lake Powell 
Pipeline (LPP) as a crucial state project designt:idJQ penefit the people of southwestern Utah. Water is a 
precious, finite, and irreplaceable resource essential to the well-being of all residents and to the economic 
vitality of the state. In our region, the Washington c;~unty Water Conservancy District is responsible for 
ensuring that residents have access to sufficien~ w~ter supplies at reasonable rates for the water usage. 

'i ',, ,:): r;,_,', . .' 

The state of Utah holds the water right for the prgli~~ed pipeline in trust for the benefit of the public. Utah 
owns the right to develop and use its allocated water in accordance with the Colorado River Compact and 
other agreements that create the Law;qftf~"";7ef,1ruring the 2020 legislative session, I co-sponsored a 
concurrent resolution that addresses Utah'.§, \lS~19fJts Colorado River compact allocation (see attached). 
The concurrent resolution encourages the state to expeditiously develop and place to beneficial use the 
water apportioned to Utah under the Colorado River Compact, consistent with the Law of the River. 

Through their legislative representatives, the people of Washington County have spoken clearly in support 
of the Lake Powell Pipeline as part of a comprehensive, long-term water supply plan that also includes 
increased water conservation. Without the LPP, Washington County will need to pursue more expensive 
options that would not yield the same amount or quality of water. Simply stated, Washington County needs 
a more diverse and secure water supply to ensure reliable water deliveries into the future. 

I have the honor of serving my community in the Utah House of Representatives. As a public servant, I 
believe in the doctrine that the state of Utah holds the right to develop its water resources for the benefit of 
its residents. As such, I believe the state has the right to develop the Lake Powell Pipeline pursuant to the 
authorities granted to Utah under the Constitution and consistent with the Law of the River. 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to honor our rights by issuing its Record of Decision in support of the 
Southern Alternative. 

Thank you. 

w~h_/\ 
Utah House of Representatives, District 75 
393 W300N 
St. George, UT, 84770 
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June 17, 2020 

Rick Baxter, Project Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter, 

Market insights drive real estate. As a relator, investor, and businessman, I recognize the importance of 
responsible planning. It is one thing to plan for the growth of our region for Utah. It is another thing to 
make sure those plans represent not just the municipalities, but the other interests and competing 
demands in Washington County, like agriculture. 

Fortunately, the planning for the Lake Powell Pipeline as southwestern Utah faces a future of 
unprecedented growth and increasing water demands is a robust plan. We have over 480 farms and 
ranches covering more than 217,000 acres. Together, these families add more than $7 million in revenue 
for our county, annually. Their privately owned land gives us open space, clean living, and economic 
vitality. And, 60% of those farms rely directly upon the Virgin River Basin for their irrigation water. 

The current and continuing population boom in Washington County threatens agriculture. We have 
competing needs when it comes to water. The estimated population growth for Washington County has 
been nearing 35% for the past ten years. It is projected to stay that course for the next ten years, only 
slowing slightly in the decades after that. Such growth is likely bringing as many as 500,000 new people 
to Southwestern Utah by the year 2060. We need to be ready to meet the demand this will place on our 
local communities. We need to firm our water supply and our management of that resource. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline Southern Alternative is a responsible proposal for meeting our changing and 
competing demands. By providing water conservation and new supplies, it offers an alternative to the 
single source of water upon which our portion of the state has come to rely. The Virgin River Basin does 
not have the annual stream flow to match our growing needs. Supplementing that water supply with an 
adgitiqQ~l.&.6,249. acre,,,f.eet-c~water from the Colorado River makes sense. The additional infrastructure 
ne~e~~~:ry,)pJnmg.fuatw.at-e~t<;>.our county will provide system redundancy and reliability where we 
currently do not haY£it..,Ih.i~s agriculture the insurance it needs to continue its productivity well 
intottie iuhl;-:···--·· ·-" 

.... ,... .. ,,._1 .. ~•~""'" ,.~-A'c. ..,....,... ... ....... :,~ ~ --""" 

I urgifffie1fureau"ofif~a;~I~; to investigate alternatives carefully. The Southern Alternative and 
Lake Powell Pipeline make .tR.f fP.OSt sense for all the competing demands in our region, including 
agnf ·cul~~re, municipalriJ~gi}d.,~~,rial. Please recommend it as your Preferred Alternative in the Record 
o Dec1s1on. . , 

le: Ji ,,.J .. ,1 

·,u ~1~;_) ·i 

Mark Walter 
Principal Broker, NAIExcel 
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June 22, 2020 

Rick Baxter, Project Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter, 

I am the CEO and partner of Brokers Holdings, which operates commercial and residential real estate brokerages 
in Southern Utah. Our firms transact over $1 billion in real estate sales and leasing annually in Utah and Nevada 
and manage over $300 million in real estate assets including residential and commercial properties. I have 
taught Real Estate Finance, Entrepreneurial finance, Financial Modeling and Decision Making, and Economics at 
Dixie State University. I am a native of southern Utah, a CFA charte r k0:der and I earned my MBA at Carnegie 
Mellon University. 

Utah water districts plan today for the water local communities will need far into the future. The St. George area 
has benefited from forward thinking water planning since the community's founding in the 1860's. 

I'm concerned that our community's current water supply will not meet the needs of the next generation of 
residents. Currently our region depends solely on the Virgin River basin. Without additional water infrastructure 
and planning, our children may not be able to enjoy the natural beauty and economic opportunity provided to 
current residents. 

Washington County has been one of the fastest growing counties in the country. As our community continues 
to grow, we will become more dependent on regional water projects to meet future water demands. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is a significant investment for our community. So were many of the major water 
projects in our community at the time they were being contemplated. I support the Lake Powell Pipeline and 
encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to complete the environmental study and issue a Record of Decision for 
the preferred alternative. 

Sincerely, . . . ··• ....... .. _,"' .. ·-

L/ 7y7;--;:_7:t1/ 'Z-"77'-F< · ~ ··(--
,,., ,c-,...._. , ~ ... "" -~- ..., - ···-- - · ... ·- · ----- · --

U•••- •••• . ._ , .... ""• ·, • · -..,_,,,_, • • - _..,,.,., )',.~ ••·• --• 

R. Neil Walter, CEO 
NAI Excel 
NAI Vegas 
ERA Brokers Consolidated 

1 1 
,; I .J 

: : _;'; :. ·J .. - ,' 1:. 
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From: Janet Calliham <janetcalliham@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 10:49 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
This is a boondoggle that will never pay for itself nor deliver the promised water from a 
declining source. I am adamantly opposed to moving forward on this Cadillac Desert project. 
 
 
--  
Janet Calliham 
Mobile# 435-531-3201 
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From: kaelynanfinsen@utah.gov on behalf of Brian Steed 
<briansteed@utah.gov> 

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 7:59 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment: Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact 

Statement 
Attachments: RBaxter  LPP   BS  062520.docx 
 
To the Bureau of Reclamation,  
ATTN:  Mr. Rick Baxter 
 
Please accept the attached comment on the Lake Powell Pipeline draft Environmental Impact 
Statement.  This is sent by the Department of Natural Resources, Executive Director, Brian C. 
Steed.  DNR, 1594 West North Temple, SLC, UT  84116.   
 
 

 
 

Brian Steed                                              
Executive Director 

Utah Department of Natural Resources 
 
801-538-7201 
briansteed@utah.gov 

DNR 
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GARY R. HERBERT  
Governor 

SPENCER J. COX 
Lieutenant Governor 

 

 

 

State of Utah 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES  

1594 West North Temple, Suite 3710, PO Box 145610, Salt Lake City, UT 84114-5610 
telephone (801) 538-7200 �x facsimile (801) 538-7315 �x www.nr.utah.gov 

   

 

 BRIAN C. STEED 
 Executive Director 
    
 
 
  

 
June 25, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter  
Program Manager  
Bureau of Reclamation  
Provo Area Office  
302 East Lakeview Parkway  
Provo, UT 84606  
 
Dear Mr. Baxter: 

In 2006, the Utah State Legislature unanimously passed the Lake Powell Pipeline Development 
Act �U�H�F�R�J�Q�L�]�L�Q�J���W�K�D�W���V�R�X�W�K�Z�H�V�W�H�U�Q���8�W�D�K�¶�V���S�R�S�X�O�D�W�L�R�Q���J�U�R�Z�W�K���Z�R�X�O�G���U�H�T�X�L�U�H���D���Q�H�Z���Z�D�W�H�U���V�X�S�S�O�\���L�Q��
addition to a continued focus on conservation. On March 28, 2020, Governor Herbert signed the 
Concurrent Resolution �&�R�Q�F�H�U�Q�L�Q�J���W�K�H���3�U�R�W�H�F�W�L�R�Q�����'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���%�H�Q�H�I�L�F�L�D�O���X�V�H���R�I���8�W�D�K�¶�V���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R��
River Compact Allocation. The resolution affirms �8�W�D�K�¶�V commitment to: (1) develop and place to 
beneficial use water apportioned to Utah under certain Colorado River compacts; (2) implement 
practices that promote water efficiency and conservation; and (3) work with Reclamation and other 
Colorado River Basin states in the implementation of the Drought Contingency Plans and re-negotiation 
of the Colorado River 2007 Interim Guidelines.  
  
By the passage of both the 2006 Act and 2020 Concurrent Resolution, the Legislature echoed the belief 
of many local elected officials and residents that �W�K�H�U�H���L�V���Q�R���P�R�U�H���S�U�H�V�V�L�Q�J���L�V�V�X�H���W�R���8�W�D�K�Q�V�¶ quality of 
life than having a safe, reliable, and resilient water supply. The policies are consistent with previous 
feedback from the �*�R�Y�H�U�Q�R�U�¶�V���:�D�W�H�U���6�W�U�D�W�H�J�\���$�G�Y�L�V�R�U�\���7�H�D�P�¶�V Recommended State Water Strategy 
(2017) and recommendations from �8�W�D�K�¶�V���:�D�W�H�U���7�D�V�N���)�R�U�F�H. There is no doubt that Washington County 
�K�D�V���D���V�L�J�Q�L�I�L�F�D�Q�W���Q�H�H�G���I�R�U���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H�����,�W�¶�V���Q�H�F�H�V�V�D�U�\���W�R���P�H�H�W���W�K�H���D�U�H�D�¶�V���S�U�R�M�H�F�W�H�G��
population growth and economic expansion, and to provide a secondary water source that for far too 
long has relied solely on the Virgin River.  
  
The Lake Powell Pipeline permit filings before the Department of the Interior and cooperating agencies 
represent the culmination of extensive scientific studies and public outreach over the past 15 years 
concerning compliance with the: (1) National Environmental Policy Act; (2) Endangered Species Act; 
(3) National Historic Preservation Act; (4) Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act; 
(5) Archaeological Resources Protection Act; (6) Migratory Bird Treaty Act; (7) Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act; (8) Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act; (9) Clean Water Act; (10) Rivers and Harbors 
Act; and (11) many state laws and regulations.  
 
The consensus view from this comprehensive effort is that the environmental impacts that occur during 
construction and operation of the Lake Powell Pipeline can be mitigated successfully. 
Safe and reliable water can be delivered to the area while also maintaining its 
environmental integrity.    
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Page 2 
June 29, 2020 
Subject: 
 
 

 

Without question, Utah has some of the �Q�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�V���P�R�V�W���L�Q�F�U�H�G�L�E�O�H���Q�D�W�X�U�D�O���U�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V�� I appreciate the 
effective partnership developed with the Bureau of Reclamation over decades and the work of your team 
leading the environmental impact statement. In addition to a continued focus on water efficiency and 
conservation, the Lake Powell Pipeline is a crucial project for meeting existing and future water needs in 
southwestern Utah. I look forward to our continued partnership as Reclamation completes the final Lake 
Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact Statement and issues a Record of Decision naming the Southern 
Alignment as the Preferred Alternative.  
 

Sincerely, 

Brian C. Steed 
Executive Director 
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From: Gmail <kathycurcio9@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 12:02 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
To whom it may concern: 
     I have been a second homeowner in St George for ten years now and Am writing to express my 
concern over the Lake Powell pipeline project. Growth and development is out of control in the St 
George area and seemingly without much regard to the environmental and social consequences that 
may ensue. It defies common sense to pursue such aggressive growth when the desert cannot provide 
a  sustainable Water source. There is no guarantee in the face of climate change that Lake Powell will 
be able to provide the water needed to meet such aggressive growth. And in addition the burden of the 
cost of the project will be prohibitive.  
     Southwest Utah needs to be protected and not exploited. Thank you for considering my opinion.  
Katherine Curcio 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Katherine Canada <kcanada@me.com> 
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 3:40 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public comments  
 
I live in Cedar City and wish to express my opinion that the pipeline is a mistake.  A big, expensive 
mistake.  Invest in water conservation and reclamation instead.  Thank you. 
 
Kathy Canada 
270 S 200 W 
Cedar City, Utah 84720 
435-531-0442 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Kim Despain <kim.despain@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 9:09 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline; 
 
Las Vegas has been pumping water from the ice age runoff from Charleston Mountain area for 
years.  Has Washington County considered doing the same thing from the Pine Valley Mountains.  I 
���}�v�[�š���l�v�}�Á���t�Z���š���š�Z���š���š�Z�������‹�µ�]�(���Œ�����}�u�]�v�P���}�(�(���W�]�v�����s���o�o���Ç���D�}�µ�v�š���]�v���]�•�������o�o���������µ�š���/���š�Z�]�v�l���š�Z���Œ�����]�•���u�}�Œ����
water available from that aquifer than going to the expense of building a  a steel pipe line from Lake 
Powell to Washington County.  Has any one considered that option of taking water from the aquifer 
from Pine Valley Mountain.  Educate me about the situation, Pkease. 
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From: Mary Bates Abbott <mba531@outlook.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 5:33 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
This unnecessary project will not only increase water bills and drain the Colorado River, it will put a 
target on water supplies elsewhere in the Great Basin. �6�W�����*�H�R�U�J�H���L�V���R�Q�H���R�I���W�K�H���Z�H�V�W�¶�V���Z�D�Q�W�R�Q���Z�D�W�H�U��
wasters. The pipeline will feed green lawns, golf courses and swimming pools that guzzle water 
while conservation takes a backseat to ravenous consumption. 
  
Removing lawns, restricting watering and managing demand responsibly must be a priority. It will 
save billions of dollars and billions of gallons of water. Residents of St. George consume almost 
double the amount of water than Las Vegas residents on a daily basis. Instead of building a pipeline, 
they can cut usage without incurring costs. 
  
Once this project further drains Lake Powell and Lake Mead, where else will water officials turn to in 
their quest to fuel sprawl development in the desert?  
 
Please enter my comments into the record. 
 
Mary B Abbott 
  
  
 
 
  
Mary Bates Abbott  
 
Sent from my toaster oven.  
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From: Hilburn Berry <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:43 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

We the people of Washington County have been waiting for years to get this pipe line done. In 
the meantime the price has almost double. We need the water and I support this project. 
Thanks,  
Hilburn Berry 

Sincerely, 

Hilburn Berry 
hhbberry@gmail.com 
84790 
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From: RICHARD STEHMEIER <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:17 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

I support this project as it will help ensure that the Southern Utah area has the needed water for 
continued development. It reflects forward thinking and planning and will help those that live in 
the Washington County Area have the water that they need in the future. 

Sincerely, 

RICHARD STEHMEIER 
Rich.Stehmeier@sgcity.org 
84790 
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From: Jim Hubbard <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 4:45 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

I fully support this project. What alternative do we really have? I have trouble understanding 
why the City of St. George and Washington County continue to allow such rapid growth if our 
future hinges on this project.  
Enviromental and First Nation objections could tie this project up for years to come. Is all this 
growth wise? 

Sincerely, 

Jim Hubbard 
jhub8@aol.com 
84790 
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From: Joyce Passmore <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 5:11 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

I oppose the pipeline. There are so many states that are taking water now, what happens when 
the water runs out! No one will have water. Has this been considered? 

Sincerely, 

Joyce Passmore 
jpassmore98@yahoo.com 
84737-5613 
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From: William B Murphy <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 7:43 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

No to this expensive pipeline. No No NO get it ! I think that their are many different ways to 
accomplish this goal. What did Phoenix Arizona do? 

Sincerely, 

William B Murphy 
skibikehike@earthlink.net 
84780 
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From: Dall C Flanders <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 1:43 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement 
 

OKAY! where do you think we will get the water to put in the PIPE? Lake Powell is about 60 
years old. How many times has it been full? ONCE! All the water that flows in the Colorado 
drainage is already allocated. Don't believe me go to Mexico and see how much water is flowing 
into the Gulf of California. not much and it's loaded with salt. There is only so much water that 
flows in the Colorado drainage.  
How about slowing the growth. Heaven forbid! Do we need the growth? Let the developers pay. 
Why should we the people need to pay for things we do not want. 
What happens when there is not enuff water in the lake. Why, who? keeps trying to keep this 
thing alive. Think about this. Long term, Why Create a disaster.  
One other thing once if it is built. Who, How is it to be maintained? More money! more 
problems! As a Taxpayer this pipeline is not in the best use of money or time. The only ones it 
will really benefit are real estate developers 

Sincerely, 

Dall C Flanders 
dallflanders@q.com 
84737-1605 
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From: nathan st. andre <nst_andre@LIVE.COM> 
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 2:39 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Quagga Mussel Mitigation 
 
After doing some review of the Lake Powell Pipeline I feel that there is inadequate measured to 
prevent quagga mussel invasion into sand hollow and eventually quail creek. I have been doing 
research on quagga mussels for 2 years now. The chance of failure and introducing quagga 
mussels into the Virgin River system is too high. On top of the projected 1.7 billion dollars in 
projected price to complete the project, the estimated prices in damage mitigation are going to 
astronomical. The following DOI report outlines billions of dollars in damage from these 
organisms alone. These will be introduced and cost us tax payers millions. How will this save tax 
payers in the long run? How will this be beneficial? 
 
https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/uploads/isac_infrastructure_white_paper.pdf 

Invasive Species Impacts on Infrastructure 

Invasive Specie�V���,�P�S�D�F�W�V���R�Q���,�Q�I�U�D�V�W�U�X�F�W�X�U�H���$�S�S�U�R�Y�H�G���E�\���L�V�D�F���R�Q���'�H�F�H�P�E�H�U�������������������‡��
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Invasive species represent one of the most significant threats to 
ecosystems, human and animal health, infrastructure, the economy, and cultural resources. 
Because potentially invasive, non-native species typically enter the United States through 

www.doi.gov 

 
 
Nathan St. Andre 
Follow me at www.standrephotography.com 
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From: James Varney <outlook_6F0BB046A9B0DF74@outlook.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 11:57 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement 
 
 
 
This proposal is an obvious attempt by Kane and Washington counties Water Conservancy Districts to 
acquire water rights from the Colorado River.  I agree we need to develop a project to protect these 
water rights.  The Lake Powell Pipeline Pipe Line is NOT the project to do this.  I am sure if preliminary 
research is done a more beneficial project could be defined closer to the source. (Colorado River)  
  
It is claimed by the WCD'S that the costs associated with building this pipeline, would be covered by 
increased fees to the end-users.  By doing some simple math the cost to the end-user, just to connect to 
this water, would be in excess of $20,000.00 each and this does not include the cost for water.  In 
Washington county their may be a few people who could afford these costs, but in Kane county, there 
would be very few.  What good is the water if you can not afford to buy it.  
I would suggest the governing body perform investigations into those people who are in favor of the 
project.  It is very obvious some of people stand to make significant personal gains, both financial and 
power. 
 
Kane County currently has an excess of water for it needs and will for many years into the future.  This 
has been confirmed publicly many times by Mr. Noel, chairman of the Kane County Water Conservancy 
District.   Mr. Noel recently offered to sell a substacial amount of  Kane County water to a new business 
concern trying to locate near to Kanab.  We have enough water. 
 
Environmental Impact.  In my opinion there would be very little impact and it could be dealt with as it is 
defined.  The Utah people seem to have a very short memory concerning extreme Environments.  Recall 
the Legacy Highway project in Northern Utah.  A overwhelming number of people in Davis and Salt Lake 
Counties agreed this was a necessary project.  When the  time came to do the environmental impact 
study the extreme left environmentalists groups (Sierra Club, Southern Utah Wilderness Society etc.) will 
come pouring out of every place in the USA.  They will call foul, and demand we as citizens comply with 
and pay for,  all their frivolous demands.  This is exactly what happened to the Legacy Highway 
project.  ���(�š���Œ�����o�o���š�Z�����P�}�À���Œ�v�]�v�P�����P���v���Ç�[�•�����}�Á�����}�Á�v���š�}���š�Z�������v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š���o�•�������u���v���•���š�Z�����‰�Œ�}�i�����š��
proceeded.  This single group of people caused the Legacy project to be delayed over fifteen (15) years 
at a additional cost of over $20,000,000.00 which we as citizens paid for.  I can see the pipeline costing 
way more than planned on.  You add this to the already three + billion dollars and it makes this project 
financially impossible. 
 
The final comment on this project.  The Governor of Utah, Honorable Governor Herbert, requested that 
the project be reviewed by the Department of Economics University of Utah in regards to its financial 
feasibility.  Professor Thomas Maloney, Chair of the Economics Department and 22 other professors in 
the Economics department, ALL reviewed this project in great detail.  After long extensive study using all 
available resources, a letter was s���v�š���š�}���'�}�À���Œ�v�}�Œ���,���Œ�����Œ�š���Á�Z�]���Z���]�v���‰���Œ�š���•���]�����^�����•�������}�v���}�µ�Œ�����v���o�Ç�•�]�•���Á����
have major concerns about the debt and increased water rates and/or increased impact fees that will be 
�����µ�•���������Ç���š�Z�]�•���‰�Œ�}�‰�}�•���o�_�X  All of the professors signed this letter.  Need I say more? 
 

---
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Thank you for this opportunity to respond. 
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From: Paul hyde <phyde@pagelumber.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 11:08 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline 
 
�d�Z�����‰�]�‰���o�]�v�����‰�Œ�}�i�����š���]�•�������‰�Œ�}�i�����š���š�Z���š���Z���o�‰�������}�v�o�Ç�������•�u���o�o���‰���Œ�����v�š���P�����}�(���h�š���Z���v�[s yet the population of 
the entire state are expected to pay for it.  Until the quagamuscel problem is addressed  there can be no 
pipeline period. The Project is not needed , it is not wanted by anyone outside of St. George, and we 
cannot afford it. The people of Utah are being held hostage by a few people that consider only their own 
WANTS. 
 

 

Virus-free. www.avast.com  
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From: Richard Spotts <raspotts2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 2:41 PM 
To: Richard Spotts 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FYI - The roots of a coming Lake Powell Pipeline legal 

tangle 
 
 
FYI - If you have not already seen it, you may find the article at the web link and pasted in below 
of interest.  It describes some LPP related legal concerns that the recently released BOR LPP 
DEIS fails to substantively address.  Utah and BOR apparently want to move the LPP forward 
without resolving these issues.  Federal agencies normally explain how legal compliance 
requirements would be or are achieved in Chapter 1 of NEPA EISs and EAs.  Arizona has 
already raised legal concerns in its scoping comments. 
 
Do BOR and the relevant federal cooperating agencies (BLM, NPS, FWS, BIA) care that the 
LPP may violate "the Law of the River" (Colorado River Compact)?  Are these agencies' 
officials willing to assume the risk, if they ultimately issue RODs approving the LPP, that 
subsequent litigation and a court decision may void those RODs and find that those officials 
acted outside of their proper authority?   If this occurs, who would be responsible for any 
associated waste of further public funds and any estoppel damages from detrimental reliance on 
those RODs?  Who would properly assume a multi-billion-dollar debt obligation without first 
doing "due diligence" on the legal risks?   If you jump off a cliff into a lake, shouldn't you know 
how deep it is first? 
 
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
Richard Spotts 
Saint George Utah 
_____________________________________________________ 
 
 
http://www.inkstain.net/fleck/2020/06/the-roots-of-a-coming-lake-powell-pipeline-legal-tangle/  
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Location of Lower Colorado River Basin community of St. George, Utah 

As Utah pushes forward with its proposed Lake Powell Pipeline �± an attempt move over 80,000 acre feet per 
year of its Upper Colorado River Basin allocation to communities in the Lower Basin �± it is worth revisiting 
one of the critical legal milestones in t�K�H���H�Y�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���R�I���Z�K�D�W���Z�H���K�D�Y�H���F�R�P�H���W�R���F�D�O�O���³�W�K�H���/�D�Z���R�I���W�K�H���5�L�Y�H�U���´ 

�7�K�H���G�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���J�U�H�D�W���U�L�Y�H�U�¶�V���Z�D�W�H�U�V�K�H�G���L�Q�W�R���D�Q���³�8�S�S�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q�´���D�Q�G���³�/�R�Z�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q�´�����Z�L�W�K���V�H�S�D�U�D�W�H���Z�D�W�H�U��
allocations to each, was the masterstroke that allowed the successful completion of the Colorado River 
Compact in 1922. But the details of how that separation plays out in water management today were not 
solidified until a little-discussed U.S. Supreme Court ruling in 1955, in the early years of the decade-long legal 
�V�W�U�X�J�J�O�H���N�Q�R�Z�Q���D�V���³�$�U�L�]�R�Q�D���Y�����&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D���´ 

Most, if not all, of the small army of lawyers, engineers, water managers, board members, academics, tribal 
officials, NGO representatives, and journalists now actively engaged in Colorado River issues are familiar with 
the 1963 Arizon�D���Y�����&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D���6�X�S�U�H�P�H���&�R�X�U�W���G�H�F�L�V�L�R�Q�����,�W���Z�D�V���$�U�L�]�R�Q�D�¶�V���J�U�H�D�W���O�H�J�D�O���Y�L�F�W�R�U�\���R�Y�H�U���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D��
that cleared the road for the Congressional authorization and construction of the Central Arizona Project 
(CAP).  Many in the ranks are also quite familiar with Simon H. Rifkind, the court-appointed Special Master 
who conducted lengthy hearings and worked his way through a mountain of case briefs and exhibits before 
�Z�U�L�W�L�Q�J���K�L�V�������������P�D�V�W�H�U�¶�V���U�H�S�R�U�W���W�K�D�W���V�H�W���W�K�H���V�W�D�J�H���I�R�U���W�K�H���F�R�X�U�W�¶�V���G�H�F�L�V�L�R�Q�����)�H�Z���R�I���X�V�����K�R�Z�H�Y�H�U�����D�U�H familiar 
with George I. Haight. Haight was the first special master in the case, appointed on June 1st, 1954.  He died 
unexpectedly in late July 1955.  Two weeks before his death he made a critical decision that was upheld by the 
Supreme Court and set the basic direction of the case. Today, as the basin grapples with climate change, 
�V�K�R�U�W�D�J�H�V�����G�H�F�O�L�Q�L�Q�J���U�H�V�H�U�Y�R�L�U���O�H�Y�H�O�V�����D�Q�G���P�R�V�W���U�H�F�H�Q�W�O�\�����8�W�D�K�¶�V���T�X�H�V�W���W�R���E�X�L�O�G���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H��
exporting a portion of its Upper Basin water to the Lower Basin to meet future needs in the St. George area, 
�+�D�L�J�K�W�¶�V���I�R�U�J�R�W�W�H�Q���R�S�L�Q�L�R�Q���O�R�R�P�V���O�D�U�J�H�� 
In late 1952 when Arizona filed the case, it was about disputed issues over the interpretation of both the 
Colorado River Compact and the Boulder Canyon Project Act. Among its claims for relief, Arizona asked the 
court to find that it was entitled to 3.8 million acre-feet under Articles III(a) & (b) of the compact (less a small 
amount for Lower Basin uses by New Mexico in the Gila River and Utah in the Virgin River drainages), that 
under the Boulder Canyon Project Act California was strictly limited to 4.4 million acre-feet per year, that its 
�³�V�W�U�H�D�P���G�H�S�O�H�W�L�R�Q�´���W�K�H�R�U�\���R�I���P�H�D�V�X�U�L�Q�J���F�R�P�S�D�F�W���D�S�S�R�U�W�L�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�V���E�H���D�S�S�U�R�Y�H�G����and that evaporation off Lake 
Mead be assigned to each Lower Division state in proportion to their benefits from Lake Mead.  California, of 
�F�R�X�U�V�H�����Y�L�J�R�U�R�X�V�O�\���R�S�S�R�V�H�G���$�U�L�]�R�Q�D�¶�V���F�O�D�L�P�V��  �2�Q�H���R�I���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���I�L�U�V�W���P�R�Y�H�V���Z�D�V���W�R���I�L�O�H���D���P�R�W�L�R�Q���Z�L�W�K���+�D�L�J�K�W��
to br�L�Q�J���L�Q�W�R���W�K�H���F�D�V�H���D�V���³�L�Q�G�L�V�S�H�Q�V�D�E�O�H�´���S�D�U�W�L�H�V���W�K�H���8�S�S�H�U���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���V�W�D�W�H�V�����&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R�����1�H�Z���0�H�[�L�F�R�����8�W�D�K�����D�Q�G��
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�:�\�R�P�L�Q�J�����&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���O�R�J�L�F���Z�D�V���W�K�D�W���W�K�H���F�R�P�S�D�F�W���L�V�V�X�H�V���U�D�L�V�H�G���E�\���$�U�L�]�R�Q�D���L�P�S�D�F�W�H�G���E�R�W�K���E�D�V�L�Q�V���D�Q�G���H�Y�H�U�\��
basin state (history has shown California was right on). 

The Upper Division states were desperately opposed to participating in the case.  Backing the clock up to the 
early 1950s, these states, including Arizona, had successfully negotiated, ratified, and obtained Congressional 
approval for the Upper Colorado River Basin Compact. They were now actively seeking Congressional 
legislation for the Colorado River Storage Project Act (CRSPA), the federal law that would authorize Glen 
Canyon Dam (Lake Powell) and numerous other Upper Basin projects.  Upper Basin officials feared that if 
�W�K�H�\���E�H�F�D�P�H���D�F�W�L�Y�H�O�\���L�Q�Y�R�O�Y�H�G���L�Q���$�U�L�]�R�Q�D���Y�����&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�����&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���S�R�Z�H�U�I�X�O���&�R�Q�J�U�H�V�V�L�R�Q�D�O���G�H�O�H�J�D�W�L�R�Q���Z�R�X�O�G��
use it as an excuse to delay approval of CRSPA (as it had successfully done with the CAP). Thus, these states 
and their �F�O�R�V�H���D�O�O�\�����$�U�L�]�R�Q�D�����R�S�S�R�V�H�G���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���P�R�W�L�R�Q�� 

�7�K�H���E�D�V�L�V���R�I���W�K�H�L�U���R�S�S�R�V�L�W�L�R�Q���Z�D�V���U�H�O�D�W�L�Y�H�O�\���V�L�P�S�O�H�����8�Q�G�H�U���W�K�H���F�R�P�S�D�F�W�����H�[�F�H�S�W���I�R�U���W�K�H���8�S�S�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q�¶�V��
obligations at Lee Ferry, the basins were separate hydrologic entities, the issues raised by Arizona were solely 
Lower Basin matters, and that Arizona was asking for nothing from the Upper Division states.  Their strategy 
worked. In a July 11, 1955 opinion�����+�D�L�J�K�W���U�H�F�R�P�P�H�Q�G�H�G���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���P�R�W�L�R�Q���E�H���G�H�Q�L�H�G�����%�\���D����-3 decision, 
the Supreme Court upheld his recommendation and, except for Utah and New Mexico as to their Lower Basin 
interests only, the Upper Division states were out of the case.  The Upper Division states cheered the 
decision.  �$�U�L�]�R�Q�D�¶�V���F�U�D�I�W�\���0�D�U�N���:�L�O�P�H�U���G�H�Y�L�V�H�G���D���Q�H�Z���O�L�W�L�J�D�W�L�R�Q���V�W�U�D�W�H�J�\���E�X�L�O�W���R�Q���+�D�L�J�K�W�¶�V���O�R�J�L�F���D�Q�G��
�X�O�W�L�P�D�W�H�O�\���+�D�L�J�K�W�¶�V���V�X�F�F�H�V�V�R�U�����6�L�P�R�Q��Rifkind, ruled that there was no need to decide any issue related to the 
compact. For more details, see Science Be Dammed, Chapter 15. 
In convincing Special Master Haight �W�R���G�H�Q�\���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V���P�R�W�L�R�Q�����$�U�L�]�R�Q�D���D�Q�G���W�K�H���8�S�S�H�U���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���V�W�D�W�H�V��
�W�X�U�Q�H�G���K�L�P���L�Q�W�R���D�Q���D�U�G�H�Q�W���I�D�Q���R�I���W�K�H���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R���5�L�Y�H�U���&�R�P�S�D�F�W�����+�D�L�J�K�W���R�S�L�Q�H�G���³�7�K�H���F�R�P�S�D�F�W���I�R�O�O�R�Z�H�G���\�H�D�U�V���R�I��
controversy between the states involved. It was an act seemingly based on thorough knowledge by the 
�Q�H�J�R�W�L�D�W�R�U�V�����,�W���P�X�V�W���K�D�Y�H���E�H�H�Q���G�L�I�I�L�F�X�O�W���R�I���D�F�F�R�P�S�O�L�V�K�P�H�Q�W�����,�W���Z�D�V���W�K�H���S�U�R�G�X�F�W���R�I���U�H�D�O���V�W�D�W�H�V�P�D�Q�V�K�L�S���´���,�Q��
�M�X�V�W�L�I�\�L�Q�J���K�L�V���G�H�F�L�V�L�R�Q�����K�H���I�R�X�Q�G���³�7�K�H���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R���5�L�Y�H�U���&�R�P�S�D�F�W���H�Y�L�G�H�Q�F�H�V���I�D�U���V�H�H�L�Q�J���S�U�D�F�W�L�F�D�O���V�W�D�W�H�V�P�D�Q�V�K�L�S����
The division of the Colorado River System waters into Upper and Lower Basins was, and is, one of its most 
�L�P�S�R�U�W�D�Q�W���I�H�D�W�X�U�H�V�����,�W���O�H�I�W���W�R���H�D�F�K���%�D�V�L�Q���W�K�H���V�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���W�R���W�K�D�W���%�D�V�L�Q�¶�V���S�U�R�E�O�H�P�V���D�Q�G���G�L�G���Q�R�W���W�L�H���W�R���H�L�W�K�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q���W�K�H��
intra-�E�D�V�L�Q���S�U�R�E�O�H�P�V���R�I���W�K�H���R�W�K�H�U���´�� A few pages later, he �V�D�\�V���³�7�K�H���&�R�P�S�D�F�W�����E�\���L�W�V���W�H�U�P�V�����S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�V���W�Z�R��
separate groups in the Colorado River Basin. Each of these is independent in its sphere. The members of each 
�J�U�R�X�S���P�D�N�H���W�K�H���G�H�W�H�U�P�L�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�V���U�H�V�S�H�F�W�L�Q�J���W�K�D�W���J�U�R�X�S�¶�V���S�U�R�E�O�H�P�V���´  �D�Q�G���I�L�Q�D�O�O�\���³�E�H�F�D�X�V�H���E�\���$�U�W�L�F�O�H���,�,�, of the 
Colorado River Compact there was apportioned to each basin a given amount of water, and it is impossible for 
�W�K�H���8�S�S�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q���6�W�D�W�H�V���W�R���K�D�Y�H���D�Q�\���L�Q�W�H�U�H�V�W���L�Q���Z�D�W�H�U���D�O�O�R�F�D�W�H�G���W�R���W�K�H���/�R�Z�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q���6�W�D�W�H�V���´ 

Fifty five years later, how would Special Master Haight view the problems the Colorado River Basin is facing 
where climate change is impacting the water available to both basins, through the coordinated operation of 
�/�D�N�H�V���0�H�D�G���D�Q�G���3�R�Z�H�O�O���W�K�H���E�D�V�L�Q�¶�V���G�U�R�X�J�K�W���F�R�Q�W�L�Q�J�H�Q�F�\���S�O�D�Q�V���D�U�H���L�Q�W�H�U�F�R�Q�Q�H�F�W�H�G�����F�U�L�W�L�F�D�O environmental 
�U�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V���L�Q���W�K�H���*�U�D�Q�G���&�D�Q�\�R�Q�����O�R�F�D�W�H�G���L�Q���W�K�H���/�R�Z�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q�����D�U�H���L�P�S�D�F�W�H�G���E�\���W�K�H���8�S�S�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q�¶�V���*�O�H�Q���&�D�Q�\�R�Q��
�'�D�P�����D�Q�G���P�R�V�W���U�H�F�H�Q�W�O�\���W�Z�R���V�W�D�W�H�V�����1�H�Z���0�H�[�L�F�R���D�Q�G���8�W�D�K�����K�D�Y�H���I�R�X�Q�G���L�W���G�H�V�L�U�D�E�O�H���W�R���X�V�H���D���S�R�U�W�L�R�Q���R�I���H�D�F�K�¶�V��
Upper Basin water in the Lower Basin?  With one major exception, I think he would be pleased. Haight 
understood that through Article VI, the compact parties had a path to resolve their disputes and implement 
creative solutions. The first part of Article VI sets forth a formal approach where each state governor appoints 
a commissioner, the commissioners meet and negotiate a solution to the issue at hand and then take the 
solution back to their states for legislative ratification. This formal process has never been used, but luckily, 
Art�L�F�O�H���9�,���D�O�V�R���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�V���D�Q���D�O�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�Y�H�����7�K�H���O�D�V�W���V�H�Q�W�H�Q�F�H���V�W�D�W�H�V���³�Q�R�W�K�L�Q�J���K�H�U�H�L�Q���F�R�Q�W�D�L�Q�H�G���V�K�D�O�O���S�U�H�Y�H�Q�W���W�K�H��
adjustment of any such claim or controversy by any present method or by direct future legislative action of the 
�L�Q�W�H�U�H�V�W�H�G���V�W�D�W�H�V���´  After Arizona re�I�X�V�H�G���W�R���U�D�W�L�I�\���W�K�H���F�R�P�S�D�F�W���L�Q���W�K�H�����������V���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R�¶�V���'�H�O�S�K���&�D�U�S�H�Q�W�H�U��
successfully used federal legislation to implement a six-state ratification strategy (the Boulder Canyon Project 
Act). 

�7�K�H���H�[�F�H�S�W�L�R�Q���W�K�D�W���Z�R�X�O�G���F�R�Q�F�H�U�Q���+�D�L�J�K�W���L�V���8�W�D�K�¶�V���X�Q�L�O�D�W�H�U�D�O���G�H�F�L�V�L�R�Q to transfer about 80,000 acre-feet of its 
Upper Basin water to the Lower Basin via the Lake Powell Pipeline. The LPP violates the basic rationale that 
Haight used to keep the Upper Basin out of Arizona v. California and for which Utah and its sister Upper 
Division states fought so hard.  The project uses water apportioned for exclusive use in the Upper Basin, terms 
carefully defined by the compact negotiators, to solve a water supply problem in the Lower Basin. 
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�'�H�I�H�Q�G�H�U�V���R�I���8�W�D�K�¶�V���P�D�\���E�H�O�L�H�Y�H���D���S�U�H�F�H�G�H�Q�W���Kas already been set�± the Navajo-Gallup Pipeline, which delivers 
7,500 acre-�I�H�H�W���R�I���1�H�Z���0�H�[�L�F�R�¶�V���8�S�S�H�U���%�D�V�L�Q���Z�D�W�H�U���W�R���W�K�H���F�R�P�P�X�Q�L�W�\���R�I���*�D�O�O�X�S���D�Q�G���D�U�H�D�V���R�I���W�K�H���H�D�V�W�H�U�Q��
Navajo Nation. But if that is to be cited as a precedent, it comes with an important caveat. New Mexico 
addressed the compact issues through federal legislation with the participation and consent of the other basin 
states and stakeholders. Utah, by comparison, apparently believes federal legislation, and by implication the 
consent of others in the basin, is not needed. 

�,�Q���W�K�H���I�D�F�H���R�I���F�O�L�P�D�W�H���F�K�D�Q�J�H���L�Q�G�X�F�H�G���G�H�F�O�L�Q�L�Q�J���U�L�Y�H�U���I�O�R�Z�V���D�Q�G���L�Q�F�U�H�D�V�H�G���F�R�P�S�H�W�L�W�L�R�Q���I�R�U���W�K�H���U�L�Y�H�U�¶�V���Z�D�W�H�U����
there is no question that the basic compact ground rules devised by the negotiators a century ago will face 
increasing pressure.  There will likely be more future projects and decisions that, like the LPP, will challenge 
the strict language of the compact. The question now facing the basin is how will this revisiting be 
accomplished? Will it be done in an open and transparent manner that engages not just the states, but a broad 
�U�D�Q�J�H���R�I���V�W�D�N�H�K�R�O�G�H�U�V���D�Q�G���L�P�S�O�H�P�H�Q�W�H�G���W�K�U�R�X�J�K���O�H�J�L�V�O�D�W�L�R�Q�����Q�R�W���H�D�V�\���L�Q���W�R�G�D�\�¶�V���Z�R�U�O�G�����D�V���D���S�U�D�F�W�L�F�D�O���P�D�W�W�H�U���L�W��
requires no opposition from any major party to get through the Senate) or by a series of unilateral decisions 
designed to benefit or advantage individual states or specific entities, but with no input or buy-in from the 
basin as a whole? 
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From: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 2:01 AM 
To: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter: Pipeline is another waste of Utahns' money - The Salt Lake Tribune 
 
FYI  
 
https://www.sltrib.com/opinion/letters/2020/06/24/letter-pipeline-is/ 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 12:58 AM 
To: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letters to the Editor: Residents outline support for and opposition to Lake 

Powell Pipeline �t St George News 
 
 
> FYI - My LTE is sandwiched between two pro LPP LTEs.  One from a former Washington County 
Commissioner and the other from a construction industry representative. 
>  
> https://www.stgeorgeutah.com/news/archive/2020/06/25/lte-letters-to-the-editor-residents-
outline-support-for-and-opposition-to-lake-powell-pipeline/ 
>  
>  
> Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Richard Kanner <richard.kanner@hsc.utah.edu> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 7:27 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline 
 
Sirs: 
 
I strongly oppose the Lake Powell pipeline for the following reasons. 

1. Water in Washington County is much too cheap encouraging wastage of this precious resource. 
2. Washington County has one of the nations highest use of water where the population wastes 

water and have no incentive to use this resource wisely. 
3. The taxpayers of Utah as a whole and not just Washington County will get stuck with paying the 

cost of this project. Only the land developers in Washington County will come out ahead with 
the rest of us paying the bill. 

4. The pipeline will almost certainly go way over budget. 
5. The amount of water in the Colorado River continues to diminish as a drought persists in the 

Southwest.  This will lead to Lake Powell falling too low to send water to Washington County. 
6. There is the possibility of the Glen Canyon dam being removed with the drainage of Lake Powell 

into Lake Mead to conserve water by decreasing surface evaporation. 
 
Please, please do not put the profits of a few already wealthy developers ahead of the population of the 
entire state. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Richard E. Kanner, MD 
University of Utah School of Medicine 
Division of Respiratory, Critical Care and Occupational Medicine 
Department of Internal Medicine 
26 N. 1900 E. 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84132-4701 
Tel: 801-581-5707 
Email: Richard.kanner@hsc.utah.edu 
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From: rex burton <rrb.asi@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 11:08 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement 
 

To whom it may concern,  
 
The only people that will benefit from this project are realtors, land developers, 
contractors & of course the politicians who will be accepting campaign donations 
from all these companies and individuals. This project will harm the environment 
simply by allowing more people to be added to this  already vulnerable region. All 
the various types of pollution associated with people will increase.  
 
I have lived in large cities and moved here because of that experience. I saw 
explosive growth happen in Boulder Colorado and the rest of the northern Den ver 
area back in the early 1980s and it was and is a disaster. What saved the Boulder 
Colorado (it was the initial epicenter for growth) was they shut down completely 
the building of new homes this and other measures saved that community. 
Cessation of grow th saved the local economy, the local school system and helped to 
keep the epidemic of drugs in the region at bay.  
 
The big lie is that this effort will create more jobs and it will, but it will mainly be 
low-paying construction jobs, retail jobs, food ser vice jobs, hospitality industry 
jobs, call centers etc. These are low -paying jobs that won't allow the children 
currently growing up in this area to make a living wage. As more people come it will 
drive the price of everything higher. Any economist or stud ent of history can 
easily point to hundreds of examples with these kinds of outcomes.  
 
Local and state politicians can't even look as far as Salt Lake City to see what more 
or less unbridled growth gets a community or region in the end. With no exceptions 
the only cost local and state politicians will talk about is the cost for the project 
itself (which is absurd). They don't mention the higher taxes that will have to 
happen to support the influx of people this will probably bring. I don't believe 
there is a politician living in the state of Utah that has the kind of large -scale 
construction experience, large project management experience or any of the other 
technical or management skills that this would require.  
 
Sincerely,  

0364



   
Rex Burton 
 

        482 W. CanyonTrail Cir.  
        Dammeron Valley, UT 84783  
        Phone: 720-820 -8289  
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From: Sandra Webb <sbwebb44@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 3:35 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LLP Reasons Against 
 

1.  Washington county has been improving its water conservation, but it can do a lot more. People, 
(especially those moving in from other areas) need to be educated on being water-wise.  Xeriscape 
Landscaping should be mandatory; large decorative fountains should be eliminated, and many 
other options. 

2.  LLP depends on water rights from Colorado River & many other states have already 
made their claims on the system. Lake Powell water has been shrinking and has not been 
full in 20 years. 

3.  It will be too costly. Current est. is $1.8-2 billion, but could go higher. Who will pay? 
Property taxes are likely to rise. Other needed infrastructure will probably be cut back in 
order to subsidize LLP. 

4. This is an important decision & should not be decided by developers alone. The LLP should be 
decided by voters 

Thank you for your attention 
Sandra Webb 
2291 N Prospector Ln 
Washington UT 84780 
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From: Don Nash <skulzfontaine@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 9:05 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
Dear Bureau of Reclamation:  
Comments and opinions are many and sometimes obtuse. Either way, I am 
adamantly opposed to ANY pipeline being built from Lake Powell to 
accommodate  southern Utah. Southern Utahns need to learn how to live 
within their means and those means do NOT include taking preciou s water 
from Lake Powell to water golf courses in and around St. George. Colorado 
River water is used by so many different people and the allocations of those 
waters is about three times over what is reasonably allocated at present.   
Do not allow the pipel ine to go forward.  
with respect,  
Don Nash  
2629 South Melbourne Street  
Salt Lake City, Utah  
84106  
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From: James Debenham <themadbluebird@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 12:16 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Feedback on pipeline 
 
Hello, 
 
Thank you for the chance to offer public feedback on the proposed pipeline from Lake Powell to 
St. George. As a lifetime resident of Utah, I am strongly opposed to the overuse of our natural 
resources. If the water were truly necessary to sustain life, that would be one thing, but I see a lot 
of dark green lawns and golf courses around Washington County and know that they account for 
a high percentage of water usage. Please, do not further abuse the Colorado River which is 
already barely reaching the Pacific Ocean, just for some golf courses and lawns in the desert. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
James Debenham 
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From: Valerie Schultz <valerie@concisefocus.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 8:56 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] No Pipeline  
 
�/�����}�v�[�š���Á���v�š���]�š�X�� 
�/�����}�v�[�š���o�]�l�����]�š�X�� 
 
Val Douroux 
Writer | Director  
(818) 245-0390 
www.valdouroux.com 
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TERRY W. MASSOTH 
2105 SOUTHGATE HILLS DRIVE, ST. GEORGE, UTAH 84770 

(801) 541-6258E-MAIL: twmassoth@hotmail.com 

01July2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway, Provo, UT 84606 

B~JlR-P~~~J~)OI A~~EA C~FFI~~E 
J~JL 6 '2()F·M 1~2: 5~3 

Comments on draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Lake Powell Pipeline 

The draft EIS studied the Lake Powell Pipeline's need and purpose, environmental and 
socioeconomic impacts and other important considerations, which would mainly impact 
Washington County, Utah residents. I note that the study did not adequately review or study 
alternatives to the LPP. 

I conclude that there is no current, nor near future need, for the Lake Powell Pipeline. The 
"No Action Alternative" is the best of the three alternatives offered. 

Let me begin by referencing the "2019 Drinking Water Quality Report - City of St George Water 
Department", https://www.sgcity.org/utiliti es/waterdepartment/waterguali tyreports published 22June2020: 
"Where does my water come from? Our water sources are from both groundwater and surface water sources. Our 
multiple spring and groundwater sources draw from consolidated rock aquifers of the Navajo Sandstone and Kayenta 
Formation, which lie within the Virgin River basin. We purchase our surface water from the Washington County 
Water Conservancy District. Their surface water is drawn from the Virgin River, stored at Quail Lake and Sand 
Hollow Reservoirs and treated at the Quail Creek Water Treatment Plant before transmission to our City boundaries 
and distribution to our customers. With some exceptions, all water customers within the City receive a mixture of 
water from groundwater and surface water sources during some of the year. Customers located along State Highway 
18 as far north as the Ledges Subdivision are served exclusively by groundwater from our Tolman-Ledges wells." 

I will address a f>art-·ortfiEi.lcical Washington County future water supply problem that I feel is not 
currently ~aaa·ressed.''-« c .. , .... . . • 

,·..,>'.,.<..r~- ,,._,.-~~.,u .... • • • ,. • ,:•"• •- •• .__ _ - ....... . ,.. ... , , ~ 

My geofffg1call'y.:based· res·earc1l of the situation concludes that neither the local St George City, 
Washiri"gton ·co•rity; the-·w ·ashington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD), nor the Utah 
Division of Water Rights wate·r.rrfanagers have NOT recently or rigorously studied the abundant 
local and reasonably acces~ible groundwater resources of the extensive Navajo Sandstone 
aquifer as an alternative· tb, 1br replacement of, the proposed long distance Lake Powell Pipeline. 

About thirty (30%) of St. George's culinary water is currently derived from the Navajo Sandstone 
aquifer,· v1l:ftwo limite·a water well fields (south of Gunlock and in Snow Canyon State Park) and a 

. •, '•• I ' , \ ' I I • I 

few otlier isolated s'ingle water wells. Santa Clara, Washington City and Hurricane also obtain 
significant percentages of their municipal water supply. Natural springs on the southern slopes of 
the Pine Valley Mountain supply another 10% of St. George City water. Sixty (60%) percent is 

currently purchased from Quail Creek WTP+Sand Hollow+Virgin River 
(https://waterrights.utah.gov/wateruse/WaterUselist.asp). 
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The geologist in me suspects there are many magnitudes more recoverable water in the nearby 
Navajo Sandstone aquifer, versus the annual quantity proposed from the future LPP. 

This Jurassic-age rock water reservoir, which stretches from just north of St. George City, west 
pass Motaqua, east pass Hurricane, and even extends underneath the Pine Valley Mountains into 
Iron County, some 800 sq miles in extent, can be more than 2000 ft thick. 

Assuming a conservative 15% in situ rock porosity, and the above areal extent, there calculates 
more than150,000,000 ac ft of trapped water held in the Navajo Sandstone. Compare this to the 
maximum capacities of Sand Hollow reservoir, Lake Powell, or Lake Meade of 50 thousand, 24 
million, and 26 million ac ft, respectively. 

The U.S. and Utah Geological Surveys, and others, have extensively studied this Navajo 
Sandstone aquifer in the Virgin River basin since the 1970s. The water exists. It is of good quality. 
It is close by. It is not too deep. Most of the land above the aquifer is either BLM or National 
Forest lands. Water well drilling technology is not new or very expensive. 

The costs of drilling new water wells on appropriate lands, and linking them with smaller diameter 
and much shorter-length gravity-fed pipelines, compared to the proposed LPP, would be much 
less expensive, and developable much sooner, than the LPP. 

Surely this local immense water source should be further developed in a sustainable way, and I 
feel preferred over the LPP. 

Terry Massoth / ~w �~�~� 
2105 Southgate Hills W ive 
St. George, Utah 84770 
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From: Bryan Thiriot <bthiriot@fivecounty.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 3:48 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Attachments: DOC328.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Dear Mr. Baxter, 
 
Attached is my written comments that I see defining the need for the Lake Powell pipeline. 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
 
Bryan Thiriot 
Executive Director 
Five County Association of Governments 
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July 1, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter, 

My family has been in Washington County since the days of Brigham Young. My work experience, family 
history and appreciation for Southern Utah have shaped my personal support of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 

Southern Utah is a desert and has experienced 12 years of drought over two decades. A record-breaking rainfall 
deficit in 2019 demonstrates that reliable water storage and delivery systems are essential, particularly given 
southern Utah's major population centers depend exclusively on the Virgin River Basin. 

A few years ago, while visiting my family's ancestral property near Pine Valley, I was shocked to see the 
river's small trickle. It is not wise or sustainable to have a community rely on one water source, especially one 
as fickle as the Virgin River basin. Having the LPP as an additional water supply provides a community a level 
of assurance needed to progress and develop. 

The Colorado River is a reliable source of water for the LPP. In both wet and dry cycles over the past century, 
the river has always provided enough water to meet established uses and regional compact requirements. 

In order for any community to survive, it is necessary to bring in supplies, goods and materials from outside 
sources. Power, food, gas, building materials, etcetera are all things commonly imported and exported around 
our country, wouldn't it seem logical that a state could transfer its own water allocation from one region to 
another? 

I marvel at many of the LPP critics who, in the past, were supportive of the Central Utah Project (CUP) that 
pipes Colorado River water to northern areas of the state. I cannot conceive why a project like the CUP was 
acceptable in Northern Utah but, now, a similar project would not be appropriate for Southern Utah? For the 
long-term benefits of Utah as a whole, we should develop and use our state's allocated Colorado River water 
rights. 

I believe that the LPP, coupled with ongoing conservation efforts, are the key to a sustainable Washington 
County. As a father, I hope that my own children will be able to choose to live in this community and raise their 
children here. The LPP will ensure that the next generations will have the same opportunities afforded to me. 

I urge Bureau of Reclamation to uphold the State of Utah's wishes to develop their allocation of Colorado River 
water and construct the LPP. 

Regards, 

�7�5'� �~�-�.�:�:�>� 
Bryan Thiriot 
Executive Director, Five County Association of Governments 
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From: Dale Pierson <dpierson.rwau@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:59 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Cc: 'Todd Adams' 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
Attachments: BR LPP L3tter.doc 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Rick, 
 
Attached please see a letter from our Association with public comment On the LPP Draft Environmental 
Statement. 
 
Thanks, 
 

Dale Pierson 
Rural Water Association of Utah 
801-419-8109 
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�� �� �� �5 �H�G�� �3�L�Q�H�� �' �U�L�Y�H�� �‡�� �$�O�S�L�Q�H�� �� �8�7�� �� �� �� �� �� �� �� �‡�� �3�K�R�Q�H���� �� �� ��-756-���� �� �� �� �‡�� �) �D�[�� �� �� �� ��-756-5036 

 
 

WATER IS LIFE 
 
 

         July __, 2020 
 
Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 
 
Dear Mr. Baxter, 
 
The Rural Water Association of Utah has always been supportive of reliable, safe, 
affordable and ad�H�T�X�D�W�H���V�R�X�U�F�H�V���R�I���Z�D�W�H�U���I�R�U���8�W�D�K�¶�V���F�L�W�L�]�H�Q�V�����:�K�L�O�H���R�X�U���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�V��
primary focus is related to the provision of drinking water, we recognize that the 
development of water for other needs may have a direct affect upon our drinking water 
supplies. We also recognize that the conversion of developed water to drinking water 
may have an adverse effect on the application where that water is currently in use.  
Development of additional sources of water will preclude the need to reduce current 
economic benefits of �Z�D�W�H�U���D�Q�G���D�G�G���W�R���8�W�D�K�¶�V���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W���Z�L�W�K�R�X�W���D�Q���H�[�S�H�Q�V�H��
to those current benefits. 
 
Even if all available methods are put in place to extend our developed sources of water to 
their utmost, additional development will eventually be required to sust�D�L�Q���8�W�D�K�¶�V��
growth. With this in mind, we would ask that the Bureau support Washington County by 
identifying the Southern Alternative as the preferred alternative in the Lake Powell 
Pipeline Environmental Statement and issue its Record of Decision. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Dale F. Pierson   
Executive Director 
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From: John Nichols <fender0s@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 10:43 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
I do not think the Pipeline from Lake Powell to Utah should be built. The lake is already lower because 
of increased use of Colorado River water. There would be many detrimental affects on the environment 
and wildlife. Instead of taking more water from the river to serve the needs of the increasing 
population of Washington County, Utah, there should be a moratorium on new homes until water 
conservation rules are put in place to provide more water resources. Stop the continuing diversion of 
Colorado River water! 
Debra Nichols 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2020 7:23 PM 
To: raspotts2@gmail.com 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Bill Barron: Lake Powell Pipeline would accelerate climate damage in Colorado 

River Basin - The Salt Lake Tribune 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
FYI 
 
https://www.sltrib.com/opinion/commentary/2020/07/04/bill-barron-lake-powell/ 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: richard clark <rockcores3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 5:09 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] lake powell pipeline proect 
 
This project should never be built as there is not enough water in the Colorado River to 
sustain this wasteful project. 
 
Sincerely, Richard Clark 
                 Badger Creek 
                  hc 67 box 12 
                  Marble Canyon, Az. 86036 
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From: Todd Adams <toddadams@utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 5:58 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Comment Letter 
Attachments: LPP Comment Letter UDWRe.pdf 
 
Please accept this comment letter on the Lake Powell Pipeline both pasted into, and 
attached as a pdf, to this email. 
Thanks 
 
Todd D. Adams, P.E., Director 
Utah Division of Water Resources 
1594 West North Temple, Suite 310 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6201 
 
 
 
 
June 30, 2020 
 
Mr. Rick Baxter  
Program Manager  
Bureau of Reclamation  
Provo Area Office  
302 East Lakeview Parkway  
Provo, UT 84606  
  
Dear Mr. Baxter:  
  
The Utah Board of Water Resources in conjunction with the Washington County Water 
�&�R�Q�V�H�U�Y�D�Q�F�\���'�L�V�W�U�L�F�W�����:�&�:�&�'�����S�O�D�Q�V���W�R���G�H�Y�H�O�R�S���D�Q���D�G�G�L�W�L�R�Q�D�O���S�R�U�W�L�R�Q���R�I���8�W�D�K�¶�V��
�&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R���5�L�Y�H�U���I�R�U���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H�����/�3�3�����L�Q���D���P�D�Q�Q�H�U���F�R�Q�V�L�V�W�H�Q�W���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���³�/�D�Z��
�R�I���W�K�H���5�L�Y�H�U���´���8�W�D�K���F�X�U�U�H�Q�W�O�\���G�R�H�V���Q�R�W���X�V�H���D�O�O���W�K�H���Z�D�W�H�U���D�Y�D�L�O�D�E�O�H��to it under this law. The 
�/�3�3���Z�L�O�O���X�V�H���R�Q�O�\���������R�I���8�W�D�K�¶�V���D�Q�Q�X�D�O���D�Y�H�U�D�J�H���U�H�O�L�D�E�O�H���V�X�S�S�O�\���I�U�R�P���W�K�H���&�R�O�R�U�D�G�R���5�L�Y�H�U����
In addition, the LPP will deliver 0.5% of the average annual amount of water in Lake 
�3�R�Z�H�O�O���D�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J���W�R���5�H�F�O�D�P�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�V���V�W�D�W�L�V�W�L�F�V�����$�Q�\���L�P�S�D�F�W���Zill, therefore, be minimal. 
 
�7�K�H���8�W�D�K���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���R�I���:�D�W�H�U���5�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V�¶���V�X�S�S�R�U�W���I�R�U���W�K�H���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H���L�V��
consistent with our mission and exemplified in its legislative authority to: (1) protect 
�8�W�D�K�¶�V���U�L�J�K�W�V���W�R���L�Q�W�H�U�V�W�D�W�H���Z�D�W�H�U�V�������������S�U�R�Y�L�G�H���F�R�P�S�U�H�K�H�Q�V�L�Ye water planning; and (3) 
�P�D�Q�D�J�H���8�W�D�K�¶�V���Z�D�W�H�U���U�H�V�R�X�U�F�H���S�U�R�M�H�F�W���F�R�Q�V�W�U�X�F�W�L�R�Q���S�U�R�J�U�D�P�V�����7�K�H���'�L�Y�L�V�L�R�Q���V�X�S�S�R�U�W�V���W�K�H��
Board of Water Resources in moving forward with obtaining the permits for LPP, and we 
will continue to be guided by state and federal water and environmental laws, interstate 
compacts, and the full body of regulations of state and federal agencies. 
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When I joined the division in 1990, Washington County had a population of about 
50,000, and the state had 1.7 million people. Fast-forward 30 years, Washington County 
has about 200,000 people, while the entire state has over 3.2 million people. It is 
�F�X�U�U�H�Q�W�O�\���S�U�R�M�H�F�W�H�G���W�K�D�W���:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q���&�R�X�Q�W�\�¶�V���S�R�S�X�O�D�W�L�R�Q���F�R�X�O�G���J�U�R�Z���W�R���P�R�U�H���W�K�D�Q��
500,000 residents over the next 50 years. Washington County was one of the first to 
�D�G�R�S�W���D���Z�D�W�H�U���F�R�Q�V�H�U�Y�D�W�L�R�Q���S�O�D�Q�����W�K�H���I�L�U�V�W���F�R�X�Q�W�\���L�Q���W�K�H���V�W�D�W�H���W�R���P�H�H�W���W�K�H���J�R�Y�H�U�Q�R�U�¶�V��
previous statewide water conservation goal to reduce use at least 25% by 2025, and 
established a desert demonstration garden to provide conservation education to the 
public. Even with these conservation efforts, the level of growth and water demand are 
expected to outpace the local water supplies. We have to have a multifaceted approach 
including water development projects like the Lake Powell Pipeline to meet the 
increased water needs. 
 
As a professional civil engineer, I developed models of water demand projections and 
hydrology of river basins. In fact, I modeled the Virgin River when we were in the 
planning stages that culminated in Sand Hollow Reservoir. Through this experience, I 
recognize the importance of a diversified water supply for the Washington County area 
because of the varied flow of the Virgin River. The Lake Powell Pipeline is important to 
improving the quality of life for future generations of Utahns.  
 
�/�H�W�¶�V���F�R�Q�W�L�Q�X�H���W�R���Z�R�U�N���W�R�J�H�W�K�H�U���W�R���F�R�P�S�O�H�W�H���W�K�H���I�L�Q�D�O���/�3�3���(�Q�Y�L�U�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�D�O���,�P�S�D�F�W��
Statement and ensure the success of the Lake Powell Pipeline for our respective 
stakeholders. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

Todd D. Adams, P.E., Director 
Utah Division of Water Resources 
1594 West North Temple, Suite 310 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
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From: Brian Whitehead <treefrog002@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 6:53 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline comments 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

I strongly disagree with this project. I think it is irresponsible to proceed with massive water 
development projects in the face of a changing climate that will reduce already scarce water 
supply. I will only support this project if you can fill Lake Powell in the next 10 years. 
Washington County (and America at large) needs to recognize that there are limits to growth and 
consequences for exceeding those limits. Moving forward with an unsustainable water 
project puts all of us at risk.   
 
 
Brian Whitehead 
Springdale, Utah 

I r 
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From: Evan Johnson <utah15@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 8:02 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] For the Lake Powell Pipeline 
 
BOR, 
 
The Lake Powell Pipeline is a long over due water project.  It would be nice if the usual pork and 
fluff could be kept to a minimum.  We support the Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
Evan Johnson 
327 N 200 E #2 
American Fork, Utah 84003 
801-369-3400 
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June 11, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter, 

I proudly served on the Santa Clara City Council for twelve years. During that time, I worked 
with the Heritage Committee, the Utah Association of Municipal Power Systems (DAMPS) and 
others to plan for and deal with rapid growth in the city. In fact, in 2019, I was honored as 
Elected Official of the Year at the 2019 Member Meeting ofUAMPS in Salt Lake City. In that 
stead, I helped build Santa Clara's 12-megawatt generation building, with plenty of room for 
growth. I supported new substations, transmission lines, and AMI metering that will soon be 
installed. Also, I actively supported the Carbon Free Power Project and many other DAMPS 
projects. 

Part of planning for public power is making sure the public understands the intent, purpose and 
benefit of the projects and how they will support our community in the future. To help facilitate 
planning and public support, I regularly attended DAMPS conferences and seminars to educate 
myself regarding power issues so I could explain them to Santa Clara citizens. 

Water is no different. Just as we worked hard to plan for and promote public power projects, we 
need to do our due diligence in supporting and developing our water resources to meet our 
anticipated future growth with an adequate water supply. The National Environmental Policy Act 
process creates an opportunity to teach people about the proposed project, its alternatives, and 
reasons why our county and city need to plan our water supply carefully. 

As one ofthe fastest growing regions in the country, Washington County needs a diverse and 
secureMttersupplf"Weneecfthe redundancy a project like the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) can 
provide:·elimate projections show warmer and drier conditions in the future, punctuated by more 
severerninfall events, ftasli flOods, but also prolonged droughts. LPP provides a buffer to these 
anticipated -climate changes th-at will help store water when it is available and provide water 
when resources are scarce. 

Just as we needed to build more infrastructure for power demand, we need to build infrastructure 
to support future water demand. The LPP will bring the diverse and redundant water supply and 
reliable delivery system our future water needs will require. With the capacity to deliver up to 
86,249 acre'-feet a year, the LPP will help bolster 10 southwestern Utah communities, including 
Santa Clara City, for decades to come. 
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June 11, 2020 
Page2 

It is important the National Environmental Policy Act process cover all these needs and projected 
demands. When it comes to water for Santa Clara, people deserve the right to know what is 
proposed, why it is important, and how it will help. 

I encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to complete a full assessment of all alternatives in its 
Environmental Impact Statement and support a finding of the Southern Alternative as the 
Preferred Alternative in its Record of Decision. 

Sincerely, 

)JJ~ 
Mary Jo Hafen 
Santa Clara City Council (retired) 
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Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, Utah 84606 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Richard Passoth 
2479 S. Clermont Street 
Denver, CO 80222 

I am totally against this pipeline. A waste of public money for a community that 
has overgrown its resources. And withdrawing more water from the Colorado 
River that serves millions of others is a completely misguided policy. The river is 
having enough problems as it is ( and so is Lake Powell). 

Washington County needs to figure out how to live within their limits. 

'i 11~--
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From: Chandra Rosenthal <CRosenthal@peer.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 5:48 PM
To: Baxter, Rick J <rbaxter@usbr.gov>
Cc: Kevin Bell <kbell@peer.org>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline DEIS public comment date: republication required

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.  

Dear Mr. Baxter
We are writing you in regard to the Bureau of Reclamation Federal
Register Notice for the  Lake Powell Pipeline Project Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment - BLM
Arizona Strip Field Office  (FR Doc.  2020-12382  Filed 6-4-20; 4:15 pm).  
We have noticed a contradiction in the public comment period and
therefore respectfully request a correction to the Federal Register.  
Additionally, we request an extension of the public comment period to
appropriately be 90 days from the republication date.
The Federal Register Notice, "Notice of Availability of the Lake Powell
Pipeline Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Resource
Management Plan Amendment . . . ." states in the “Summary” section, “ In
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended, and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, as
amended, the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), in coordination with

0399-1

0399

0399-1 Request for Extended Comment Period



the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and four other cooperating
agencies, announce the availability of the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP)
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the Arizona Strip
Field Office Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment (RMPA) (Draft
EIS/Draft RMPA) for public review and comment for 90 days.”
Also, the "Dates" section states, " To ensure that comments will be
considered, Reclamation must receive written comments on the Draft
EIS/Draft RMPA within 90 days of the date that this Federal
Register notice is published. Send written comments on the Draft
EIS/Draft RMPA on or before September 8, 2020."
However, the "Supplementary Information" section of the Notice
contradicts the other sections by setting a 60-day comment period.
“The BLM Arizona Strip Field Office is considering amending a portion of
the Arizona Strip Field Office (ASFO) Resource Management Plan (RMP)
related to the Kanab Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC).
Pursuant to 43 CFR 1610.7 -2(b), the BLM is required to publish a notice in
the Federal Register  of proposed ACECs, including changes to existing
ACECs, and specify the resource use limitations. This notice announces a
concurrent 60-day public comment period for proposed changes to the
existing Kanab Creek ACEC.”
A Federal Register correction should be published by the BOR to avoid
confusion. The Administrative Procedures Act ( 5 U.S.C. Sec. 500 et. seq.)
and the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. Sec. 4321 et. seq.)
require that the BOR publish the correct dates in the Federal Register with
90-day comment period from the time of the corrected Federal Register
notice. 
Thank you for your attention and for correcting this error to allow full and
meaningful public participation in this process.
Sincerely,
Chandra
Chandra Rosenthal
Rocky Mountain Field Office Director
Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility
www.peer.org
(202) 265-7337 x501
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REPRESENTATIVE 

CARL ALBRECHT 

DISTRICT 70 
SANPETE, SEVIER, EMERY 

AND GRAND COUNTIES 

July 8, 2020 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTAT I VES 

STATE OF UTAH 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

752 CRESTVIEW DRIVE 

RICHFIELD, UTAH 84701 

(43S) 979-6S78 

email: carlalbrecht@le.utah.gov 

As a member of the Utah House of Representatives serving on the Natural Resources, 
Agriculture, and Environment Committee; Public Utilities, Energy, and Technology 
Committee (Chair); and Legislative Water Development Commission; I have a keen interest 
in water policies affecting the state of Utah. I support the belief that Utah will meet its 
future water needs through a combination of multifaceted solutions that include 
conservation, efficiency, optimization, agriculture conversion and water development. Such 
an approach will help us prepare, plan and sustain Utah's water future. 

During this past legislative session, I supported the House Concurrent Resolution Concerning 
the Protection, Development and Beneficial use of Utah's Colorado River Compact Allocation 
affirming the State's commitment to beneficially use water apportioned to Utah. Under the 
Colorado River Compact, Utah is entitled to 23% of the available water supply in the Upper 
Basin. The State is using approximately 68% of the current annual reliable supply of 1.4 
million acre feet. Based upon the state's water demand and needs analyses, the proposed 
Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) Project would use about a quarter of what's available. 

Also, I paid close attention to the Performance Audit of the Repayment Feasibility of the 
Lake Powell Pipeline conducted by the Utah Office of the Legislative Auditor General. The 
audit was conducted in response to a legislative request to provide the state with an 
independent review of the financial viability of the pipeline project. The audit confirmed 
that Washington County Water Conservancy District can generate sufficient revenue to 
repay the Lake Powell Pipeline costs in all the considered hypothetical repayment 
structures. 

As the former CEO of Garkane Energy, a member-owned energy cooperative that serves 
areas including southern Utah, I understand the challenges for meeting the municipal 
service demands of rapid population growth at fair prices. In addition,Jrflf!B'a~,1,};' ;~P8}?,8,Et n!l=";cJf''f-'.° 
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REPRESENTATIVE 
CARL ALBRECHT 

DISTRICT 70 
SANPETE, SEVIER, EMERY 

AND GRAND COUNTIES 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STATE OF UTAH 

Page 2 

752 CRESTVIEW DRIVE 

RICHFIELD, UTAH 84701 

(435) 979-6578 

email: carlalbrecht@le.utah.gov 

and promote efficient water use, water conservation and responsible water development. 
The Lake Powell Pipeline is a responsible water development project that will help 
Washington County meet its projected demands while deploying industry best operating 
and environmental management practices. 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to support Washington County and the State of Utah by 
selecting the Southern Alternative as the Preferred Alternative in the LPP Environmental 
Impact Statement, and issuing the Record of Decision. 

Sincerely, 

{!/~/, a~ 
Carl R. Albrecht 
Utah House of Representatives District 70 
752 Crestview Circle 
Richfield, UT 84701 

0400-1

0400

0400-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



City of Hurricane 

July 7, 2020 

Clark R Fawcett 

City Manager 

Rick Baxter, Project Manager 
Provo Area Office 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo, UT 

Mr. Baxter, 

John W. Bramall 

Mayor 

Nanette Billings 
Darin Larson 
Joseph Prete 

David Sanders 
Kevin Tervort 

Council Members 

Planning for the future includes.preparing for anticipated population growth and ensuring 
existing water supplies am suf.ficient. In the case of Hurricane, UT, where I have served as City 
Manager for 3'7 years, and in:the surrounding Washington County; our growth rate is expected to 
continue at about 34% for the.next decade. This makes us one of the fastest growing regions in 
the country. However, our water supply for the entire region is dependent on one water source, 
the Virgin River Basin . . · · 

It is each state's responsibility to guide water resource management in a way that best benefits its 
citizenry economically and environmentally. Anticipating the increased demand and strain on 
our water resources, the State of Utah developed a proposal for a pipeline project that will up to 
bring 86,249 acre-feet of water to 10 southwestern Utah communities, annually; and, hopefully, 
as early as the late 2020s. As civil servants, it is our duty to find the most responsible and 
sustainable solution to meet growing needs and competing demands. 

The State Legislature passed the 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act. In developing the 
Act, Utah looked to the federal government, including the Bureau of Reclamation, as a model by 
which to plan and build a sustainable water project that develops the state's Colorado River 
water allocations per the 1922 Colorado River Compact in a way that balances environment with 
future demands. This is important because in the development of this project, Utah is not seeking 
federal subsidies, but planning to use its own water rights, development, and user-based fees and 
taxes to support the pipeline. It is our moral obligation to do this in the most self-sufficient way 
possible. 

Our need is real: our population is growing and our supplies are constrained. These ·ar~ NOT 
extreme projections of growth. In fact, our growth patterns have exceeded growth estimates 
previously. All have underestimated our growth. The people of this basin, recognize the value of 

147 N 870 W * Hurricane, Utah 84737 Rnw-J~~ci~~ �~�~�c�i�~�~�~�~�~�f�;�:�~�:�=� 
Phone (435) 635-2811 * Fax (435) 635-4284 

www.cityofhurricane.com 
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June 11, 2020 
Page2 

water and how to plan, conserve, develop and protect that water now and well into the future. As 
a result, our plan is affordable. It uses a capital funding strategy based on repayment by direct 
beneficiaries and project stakeholders. It is also responsible. Pipeline design and development is 
continually reviewed to reduce or eliminate environmental and cultural impacts. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline Southern Alternative is the best solution to the water crisis facing 
Washington County and Hurricane. It is economically responsible, environmentally balanced, 
and designed to meet growing water needs as our region and our county continue to grow in the 
strong tradition of American innovation and drive. Your study confirms the need for the water 
and the ability of Washington County to repay the state with the projected growth. 

Manifest Destiny is not necessarily a thing of the past. As a town, a region, and a state, we are 
still moving forward, corning together to make sustainable development affordable, efficient, and 
real. Please recognize the Lake Powell Pipeline as the preferred and most responsible alternative 
in your Record of Decision. 

Sincerely, 

™RJ;,wculu 
Clark Fawcett 
City Manager 
Hurricane, UT 

0401-1

0401

0401-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



SENATOR 

DAVID P. HINKINS 

TWENTY-SEVENTH DISTRICT 

July 7, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 

UTAH STATE SENATE 
320 STATE CAPITOL• P.O. BOX 145115 • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 

801-538-1035 • www.utahsenate.org 

Bureau of Reclamation Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

P.O. BOX485 
ORANGEVILLE, UT 84537 

(W) 435-748-2828 
(H) 435-384-5550 
(F) 435-748-2089 

dhinkins@utahsenate.org 

I've had the honor of serving in the Utah State Senate for over a decade representing Carbon, Emery, Grand, 
San Juan, Utah and Wasatch counties. Among other duties, I co-chair the Legislative Water Development 
Commission. The Commission was created to determine the state's role in the protection, conservation, and 
development of the state's water resources. 

The initial policy regarding the"Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) was adopted by the Utah Legislature in 2006 with 
the Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act. Other policy declarations have followed reaffirming the state's 
commitment to the project induaing the Concurrent Resolution Concerning the Protection, Development 
and Beneficial use of Utah's Colorado River Compact Allocation. During the most recent session, our 
Legislative Water Development Commission passed a motion that recommends drafting legislation further 
clarifying in statute the terms for repayment including state bond interest costs for the Lake Powell Pipeline. 

While Utah has successfully thrived despite its arid environment, the challenges of population growth, aging 
infrastructure, and an uncertain climate will require creativity, determination and leadership. Utah 
policymakers have done an excellent job setting the policies and direction for the LPP. The Utah Division of 
Water Resources has effectively completed the design and scientific studies covering for the LPP. The 
Washington County Water Conservancy District has done a great job developing and managing its required 
infrastructure to deal with growth, maximizing the use of existing available water supplies and leading the 
state in conservation. The Governor's Executive Water Finance Board has put in place water funding 
mechanisms that ensure Utah maintains a financial role that is fiscally prudent and sustainable. 

There's nothing easy or simple about large-scale water infrastructure in Utah. It's taken nearly 20 years of 
policymaking, planning, engineering, financial and economic analyses, and permitting before a single shovel 
of dirt is turned for the Lake Powell Pipeline. I'm confident Utah has taken a comprehensive view of its water 
management strategies. 

I look forward to seeing the Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact Statement completed selecting the 

:~nuc:::i:.~~f �~� BORij!Di5 ,~~~~?{rCE 

David P. Hinkins 
Utah State Senate 
320 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 
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June 12, 2020 

Rick Baxter, Project Manager 
Provo Area Office 
Bureau of Reclamation 
3 02 East Lakeview 
Provo, UT 84606 

Mr. Baxter: 

Hurricane was only established because we had visionary forefathers that did not only build the 
canal for their needs, but for their children's children needs in mind. None of us would be here 
without their efforts of bringing water to this valley. We need to be wise and visionary in our 
efforts to secure water with the rights we own as our ancestors did. The Lake Powell Pipeline is 
part of the visionary thinking here in Southern Utah. Utah State Legislature voted on this project 
in 2006 and we as Hurricane Residents are planning on this additional source to sustain life here 
in Hurricane. A long-term water supply plan that combines with water conservation will meet 
new and growing water demands. Life blood in any location is Water. Here in Southern Utah we 
must develop another source. As a City councilwoman of Hurricane, Utah I look for long term 
solutions that promote the health of all residents. The Lake Powell Pipeline is the only other 
water source that will help Hurricane and its citizens survive well into the future. In Hurricane, 
we are limited to one water source: the Virgin River Basin. There are not only water quantity 
issues with the basin, but also water quality issues. The LPP helps fulfill our future water needs. 

I am asking the Bureau of Reclamation to sign the Record of Decision recommending the Lake 
Powell Pipeline to move forward helping us with our water needs. Your study clearly reinforces 
that we need the water, and we can afford to pay for the project. 

Sincerely, d t¼J:.t ,g !£lo/ 
Nanette Billings 
City Councilwoman 
Hurricane, UT 

0403-1

0403

0403-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



Action 
Project 
Classificaton 
Control 
Folder 

Notice if you detach enclosure 
insert code here: 

0403



TOYOTA 

July 7, 2020 

Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

150 West Hilton Drive 
St. George, Utah 84770 

435.634.6500 
StephenWade.com 

I am writing to urge the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) to advance the Lake Powell Pipeline 
(LPP) by completing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and issuing its Record of 
Decision. I am the founder and owner of Stephen Wade Auto Center located in St. George, Utah, 
and have served as President of the Utah Automobile Dealers Association and as Utah's 
representative for the National Automobile Dealers Association. In 2011, I was elected the 
National Chairman, representing America's new car and truck dealers. In January 2013, I was 
inducted into the Utah Automobile Dealers Hall of Fame. I have previously served as Chairman 
of Dixie State College (now known as Dixie State University) and currently serve on the 
Governor appointed Utah System of Technical Colleges Board of Trustees. 

Our business has expanded along with the significant growth in St. George and Washington 
County. We've made significant capital investments and added hundreds of new jobs to our 
community. St. George is one of the fastest growing cities in the country thanks to an attractive 
economy, cost ofliving, and a positive quality oflife. It also boasts robust education 
opportunities with Dixie State University and has sµmning, red rock scenery. By all accounts, we 
will continue to expand along with the local population and employment opportunities that far 
surpass state growth. 

Water has the potential to have a significant effect on our industry's ability to grow and employ 
residents. A stable water supply is critical to the success of current and future businesses and 
continued expansion of employment opportunities in the area. While population growth does 
drive the need for the LPP, having a second, reliable water supply is also critical. 

Utah has the distinction of being both one of the driest states in the nation and one of the fastest 
growing. Most of our population is totally dependent on an inconsistent desert tributary for 
water. I'm concerned that periods of drought could create strain and distress on our water supply. 
LPP introduces a reliable water source-the Colorado River-into the region, helping to ensure 
uninterrupted water delivery to homes and businesses now and in the future. Reservoir storage 
will allow us to weather frequent droughts. LPP will provide over 86,000 acre feet of water that 
will be stored close to the communities that need it. 

0 ~ 8 
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Jeep8 -8 
Stephen Wade Toyota 
150 West HIiton Drive 

St. George, Utah 84770 

Stephen Wade Ch evrole t Cadillac 
1670 South Hilton Drive 
St. George, Utah 84770 

435,986.7900 

HONDA mazoa 

Steph en Wade Hond a & Mazda 
1630 South Hilton Drive 
St. George, Utah 84770 

435.628.6100 

Mercedes-Benz of St . George 
1792 5. Black Ridge Drive 
St. George, Utah 84770 

435.634.7500 

Stephen Wade 
Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram Fiat 

1724 South Hilton Drive 

Stephen Wade Nissan 
230 West Hilton Drive 

St. George, Utah 84770 
435,634.6500 St. George, Utah 84770 

435.634.4200 
435.634.4500 
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July 7, 2020 
Page 2 

We all benefit from the planning done by our forefathers. Our families need us to exercise the 
same vision. Most of our future residents will be our children and grandchildren who choose to 
remain in the area. These families will require water for economic vitality , jobs and to sustain 
their quality of life. 

Utahns have to solve what may be one of the most daunting problems we have ever faced: how 
to stretch limited water supplies to meet the needs of the estimated six million people expected to 
call Utah home by the year 2060. Washington County is expected to have the highest growth rate 
of229 percent by 2065. The total population should be about 509,000 at that time. 

Our water providers have developed a comprehensive approach to supplying water for the future 
including ongoing conservation. The State of Utah identified the need for the LPP two decades 
ago. It's time for the federal government to approve this project so the state of Utah can begin 
construction. 

I appreciate your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

:;;/,(pkt;;, {IJ,tlJJ.Ji 
Stephen W. Wade 
Founder & Owner 
Stephen Wade Auto Center 
150 Hilton Drive 
St George, UT 84 770-673 7 

0404



July 2, 2020 

Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am writing to voice my support for the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) and underscore the need for this 
water project. Since 1996 I have served as the Washington County Board of Realtors Chief Executive 
Officer. The LPP is critical to support the growing population and businesses of our region. 

Washington County is home to many beautiful and growing communities. Nonfarm jobs in 2019 are 
estimated to be over 3% year-o'ver.::year, a growth rate twice the national average. The St. George 
Metropolitan Area has·rar1kecr·amurYg·the fastest-growing areas in the country for decades. In
migration is amajodactor in·Washington County's rapid expansion. 

The real estate markets in 'Washingfon County are vibrant and healthy with steady growth coming 
from housenoTcfarid 15usihessT6fma1ions, and inbound migration. The housing market remains strong 
with dwelling unit permits up abouf14% in 2019. The median sale price for a Washington County 
home was $320,000 in 2019, a ?%increase compared to the $300,000 reported at the end of 2018, 
according to the Utah Association ofHealtors. 

Water _will remain a ne_cessary r~¥.~y(c~ for securing economic st~bility in the f~ture and has the 
potential to affect any industry's ability to produce and employ residents. Washington County's 4,500 
businesses a."re liighly inlefWoverrrrrtrre region and throughout the state of Utah. Any disruption in the 
supply chain' could have econ_bm't'r/itnpacts beyond that of just one industry or business. Water is a 
direct input into several critical'indusfries such as agriculture, manufacturing and utilities. A threat to 
any of these key industries, among others, becomes a threat to the rest of the economy as the ties to 
other industries become weakened or even disrupted. 

We all benefit from the planning done by previous generations for the water we use today; future 
generations depend on us to plan wisely. Most of Utah's growth is natural growth--our children and 
grandchildren will need water. 

Our water providers have developed a comprehensive approach to supplying water for the future. It 
includes ongoing conservation, developing local water projects and building the LPP. I'm concerned 
that we can't meet our future needs with our existing water sources and system. Most of Washington 
County relies on one water source, the Virgin River. If drought or other issues were to surface with the 
Virgin River, we have no other water sources. LPP brings a critical, reliable new source of water to the 
area, the Colorado River. 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to advance the LPP by completing the Environmental Impact 
Statement and issuing its Record of Decision. 

�~�~� 
Chief Executive Officer 
Washington Country Board of Realtors 
1070 W 1600 S A101 
St George, Utah 84770 
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From: Evan Vickers <bullochdrug@infowest.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 7:22 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline Comments 
Attachments: LPP Comments 7.9.20.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Please see attached document.  
 
Evan J Vickers 
Bulloch's Drugstore 
91 N Main St 
Cedar City, UT 84720 
P-435-586-9651 
F-435-586-3473 
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MAJORITY LEADER 

SENATOR EVAN J. VICKERS 

TWENTY-EIGHTH DISTRICT 

July 9, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 

UTAH STATE SENATE 
350 NORTH STATE STREET • SUITE 320 • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 

801-538-1035 • senate.utah.gov 

302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

2166 N. COBBLE CREEK DR. 
CEDAR CITY, UT 84721 

(H) 435-586-4399 
(W) 435-586-9651 
(C) 435-817-5565 
(F) 435-586-3473 

evickers@Ie.utah.gov 

As a lifelong resident of southern Utah, I know first-hand the unique needs of our area, as I grew up 
here, I've raised my family here, and I've built successful businesses here. I own and operate Bulloch 
Drug, Township Pharmacy and Richfield Community Pharmacy, as well as three other retail stores 
in Cedar City. I am very proud to call southern Utah my home. 

I support advancing the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) project. The U.S. Census Bureau confirms that 
recent population growth in Utah is among the most rapid in the nation. Washington County is a 
powerhouse for growth, growing 30 percent during the past decade. The St. George metropolitan 
area is a magnet for people wanting a high quality of life and economic prosperity. 

I've represented this region as a city councilman from 1987-1999, and as a member of the Senate or 
Utah House of Representatives since 2009. Currently I am the majority leader of the Utah State 
Senate. As an elected representative, I know that water development and water conservation are 
both absolute necessities for our continued growth. I believe the LPP is the best alternative for 
Washington County to supplement its water supplies. The project has the fewest environmental and 
water resource impacts on the area. 

According to current state law, the State of Utah will fund the initial development and construction 
cost of the LPP and the water users will repay the state. We expect that, given Washington County's 
population growth, project costs will be proportionally borne more by new water users than those 
residing in the region today. 

As a businessman and part-time legislator, we must look at the infrastructure needed to support our 
quality of life, health and safety, and economy for the residents in Washington County. It is our duty 
and responsibility to get prepared for the growth projected for our area. For these reasons, I 
encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to finalize its Environmental Impact Statement for the Lake 
Powell Pipeline and issue its Record of Decision as quickly as possible. 

0406



June 6, 2020 
Page 2 

MAJORITY LEADER 

SENATOR EVAN J. VICKERS 

TWENTY-EIGHTH DISTRICT 

Sincerely, 

UTAH STATE SENATE 
350 NORTH STATE STREET • SUITE 320 • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 

801-538-1035 • senate.utah.gov 

~(}}~ 
Evan J. Vickers 
2166 N. Cobble Creek Dr. 
Cedar City, UT 84721 

2166 N. COBBLE CREEK DR. 
CEDAR CITY. UT 84721 

(H) 435-586-4399 
(W) 435-586-9651 
(C) 435-817-5565 
(F) 435-586-3473 

evickers@le.utah.gov 
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From: Cheyenne Bentley <Cheyenne.Bentley@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 11:57 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline  
Attachments: Iverson.pdf; Cox.pdf; Almquist.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Mr. Baxter,  
Please see the attached letters of support from the Washington County Commissioners in 
regards to the Lake Powell Pipeline.  
 
Thanks!  
 
 

 
 

Cheyenne Bent ey 
COMM:tSS]ON ASSISTANT I DEPUTY CL!HRK 

r. 
WASHIN~T•N CDUNH 

I!!" 

435 .986.3349 
cheyenne.bentley@ ashco.utah.go 
197 Ea.st Tabernacle I St. George, UT 84770 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 

DEAN Cox, COMMIS SIONE R VI CTOR IVERSON, COMMISSION, CHAI R G IL. ALM Q UIST, C O M M I SSION ER 

July 8, 2020 

Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I learned to appreciate the value of water growing up in and around agriculture in Washington County. 
Back then, our infrastructure included relatively simply canals and pumps to provide water for livestock 
and crops. This lifestyle provided a keen understanding of water as the lifeblood of our economy and 
prosperity. 

As a Washington County Commissioner, it is my honor and duty to do what is best for our county today 
and in the future. Making long-term investments in our infrastructure is one of the most consequential 
actions we take as commissioners. That's why I strive to make well-infonned decisions on matters 
impacting our region with future generations in mind. I believe we can and should do all we can to grow 
sustainably and ensure this same quality of life for our children and grandchildren. 

Because water supply is one of the most important components of our community's longevity and well
being, I have publicly declared my support for the Lake Powell Pipeline. St. George and the neighboring 
communities rely on a sole water source, the Virgin River basin. This single source has been historically 
unstable. With the Lake Powell Pipeline, we have the opportunity to bring online a second, more reliable 
water source ensuring the safety of our supply. Having redundancy in our water system is simply a wise 
measure. 

Our county has adopted a responsible, multi-faceted plan for supplying water to our residents that 
includes conservation, reuse, tiered water rates and the development of new water resources such as the 
Lake Powell Pipeline. As commissioners, we have concluded that all of these components are required to 
ensure that Washington County will have a dedicated and reliable water supply system in the future. 

Over the past 20 years, our county has grown tremendously. In fact, we are one of the fastest growing 
regions in the nation. Additionally, we have been voted one of the best cities in the nation to start a 
business. Most communities aspire for these recognitions; halting this progress would diminish our 
economy and the spirit of our community. 

The Washington County Water Conservancy District has a solid record of financing, building and 
managing water projects including pipelines, reservoirs, wells, storage tanks, treatment plants, 
hydropower plants, a diversion dam and more. I am confident in our ability to do the same with the Lake 
Powell Pipeline. 

0408



built and created to offer something of great value to all of our residents. We must continue to responsibly 
plan for our future. The Lake Powell Pipeline, like the other great water projects of the past, will play an 
integral role in keeping Washington County and the St. George metro area an inviting respite in an 
amazing place to live, work, raise a family or retire." 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to complete the LPP Environmental Impact Statement and issue its 
Record of Decision so we can move forward with completing one of the most important components of 
our community's longevity and well-being. 

Sincerely, 

�~�~ �~� 
Commissioner Victor Iverson 
Washington County Commission 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 

DEAN Cox, COMMISSIONER I VICTOR IVERSON, COMMISSION, CHAIR I GIL ALMQUIST, COMMISSIONER 

July 7, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I appreciate the work put into drafting the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) Environmental lmpact Statement. As a 
life-long resident of Washington County, current Washington County Commissioner and the former 
Washington County Administrator and head of emergency preparedness, I know firsthand how important it is 
to plan for the future and be prepared for the unknown. 

Ensuring our community has an adequate water supply is one of the fundamental roles of local government and 
water providers. That is why the Washington County Commissioners unanimously support the Lake Powell 
Pipeline. The LPP is the best alternative for meeting the water needs of our growing population 

Most Southern Utah residents depend exclusively on the Virgin River basin to supply water. This water source 
is extremely vulnerable and variable. If a water quality or quantity problems arise with the Virgin River, it 
places us at great risk. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline adds another reliable source of water (the Colorado River) to help ensure 
uninterrupted water delivery to homes and businesses now and in the future. 
LPP will use only 6% of Utah's annual reliable supply of the Colorado River. The Lake Powell Pipeline will 
also help protect against inevitable droughts by providing additional water supplies and allowing for more 
local storage. 

Because of our arid climate and propensity to drought, our region also experiences wildfires. The additional 
water the Lake Powell Pipeline will store closer to our communities is critical for fire protection. 

In summary, the LPP is necessary to avoid water shortage and quality threats to the residents of Washington 
County. 

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to finalize its environmental review and issue the Record of Decision in 
support of the LPP Southern A ltemative. 

Sincerely, 

De~~on~ gton County, Utah 
197 East Tabernacle St. 
St. George, UT 84770-3443 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 

DEAN C ox, COMMISSIONER I VICTOR I VERBON, COMMISSION, CHAIR I GIL ALMQUIST , COMMISSIONER 

7/7/2020 

Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am writing in support of the Lake Powell Pipeline and believe it is in the best interest of the State of Utah that 
this project move forward. I have studied the data, reviewed alternatives and listened to opposing 
viewpoints. But the fact is: We need the water. Future generations depend on us to make the right decisions 
now. 

As a landscape professional for nearly 36 years, I have gained knowledge on how we can conserve water 
outside the home as well as inside. I have applied xeriscaping principles for over two decades. I have 
introduced plant varieties that take very little water and are still large and green. I also support the re-use of 
water. Today the Washington County re-use system takes water from the sewage treatment plant to water 
seven golf courses, 21 irrigated parks, 13 schools, and much more. 

Southern Utah landscapes are the most water efficient in the state. Southern Utah's landscapes have half the 
amount of grass, averaging 35%, compared to northern Utah's 70%. Washington County is water smart. 

However, conservation is not a sole solution. Utah residents and leaders need to come together to protect 
Utah's water rights and economy. We must develop Utah's rightful apportionment of water from the Colorado 
River and develop the pipeline. I believe this, as well as other water resources, should be researched and 
developed to sustain our valuable communities. If we do not, we will lose water that's rightfully allocated to 
Utah to other western states. 

The lifeblood of our communities has always been water. We can conserve, work to get more from the Virgin 
River basin, and recycle. However, Southwest Utah is popular, families are growing and those who love this 
community want to come here and stay here. 

As a longtime resident, business owner, former planning commissioner, St. George City council member and 
current Washington County Commissioner, I urge all leaders within the great state of Utah to support the Lake 
Powell Pipeline and encourage the Bureau of Reclamation to complete the Environmental Impact Statement 
and move the project forward efficiently. 

Gil Almquist 
Washington County Commissioner 
Owner, Almquist Landscaping 
License number 4621681-5501 

----., 
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From: carolyn dailey <daileycarolyn@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 11:24 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] My opposition to the Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
 
  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Dear Bureau of Reclamation - 
 
I appreciate the postcard I received from you soliciting public comments, but I have been away 
and only saw it yesterday.  So I am writing quickly to voice my opposition to the project and 
apologize that I am not able to make a detailed comment. 
 
In my opinion it is totally untenable to pipe water to Washington County from our over taxed 
Colorado River System to provide water for further development in a county that already is 
more populated than resources allow.  
 
Arid land is simply arid land and more development should not be fostered in the future when 
we undoubtably will face drought and water shortages to provide water to homes in existing 
development that has already been too widespread.   
 
I see this as a power play by SITLA that Utah tax payers will end up paying for. 
 
Please do not approve this project!!! 
 
Sincerely, Carolyn Dailey 
560 Pack Creek Rd 
Moab, UT 84532 
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From: Carrie Martin <ghaaji23@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 11:29 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment - Pipeline to Southern Utah 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
Hello: 
 
Though, you have denied water conservation as an alternative resolution, it would be good to include 
in your study an extreme water conservation data (actual data) by all municipal (Residences and 
company usage) for at least 5 years. No Water parks, no grass yet Landscaping that only need minimum 
amount of water, install water flow within homes or scheduled water usage by families, etc. 
 
Include real data for water conservation before denying it and using theoretical data to deny water 
conservation initiatives. 
 
Please understand the Navajo people need water, as well. Though they do not have water pipeline 
infrastructure, and are always in a drought each summer, they will soon have infrastructure so that 
they have access to clean water. Thus, they will need the water from the Colorado River. Please be 
considerate of all Native American water rights when conducting studies regarding Colorado River. 
 
Regards, 
 
Sent from my iPhone 

0410-1
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From: Jerry Atkin <jerryatkin@bajabb.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 11:23 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Support for Lake Powell Pipeline from Jerry Atkin 
Attachments: [EXTERNAL] Support for Lake Powell Pipeline from Jerry Atkin 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
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From: Jeanine Kuhn-Coker <jkuhncoker@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 1:11 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] pipeline 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Hello,  
This pipeline project is a very bad idea and will have lasting consequences on the environment! 
The potential beneficiaries need to learn to use less water. It may involve a lifestyle and 
landscape change. Please consider this. 
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From: Jacey Skinner <JSkinner@slchamber.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 4:58 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Pipeline letter 
Attachments: Lake Powell Pipeline Letter.docx 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Good afternoon,  
 
Attached you will find a public comment letter from Derek, B. Miller, President and CEO of the 
Salt Lake Chamber.   
 
Please let me know if we can answer any questions or provide any additional information. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jacey 

 
 

 

 
 

Jacey Skinner  
General Counsel and Executive VP of Policy 

Mobile:  801.550-6455 
jskinner@slchamber.com  |  slchamber.com 
175 E. University Blvd. (400 S.) Ste. 600, SLC, UT, 84111 

    

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
--  
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July 15, 2020 
 
 
Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 
 
Mr. Baxter:  

���•���h�š���Z�[�•���o���Œ�P���•�š�����v�����o�}�v�P���•�š-standing business association, the Salt Lake Chamber has carefully 
�Á���š���Z���������v�����Z���o�‰�������‰�o���v�����•���š�Z�����•�š���š���[�•���‰�}�‰�µ�o���š�]�}�v�����v���������}�v�}�u�Ç���Z���•���P�Œ�}�Á�v���}�À���Œ���š�Z�����o���•�š���(���Á���������������•�X��
Today, Utah is home to more than three million residents and more than 1.6 million employees who 
support an economy that produces an excess of $188 billion dollars in gross domestic product every 
�Ç�����Œ�X���d�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���]�š�����o�o�U���h�š���Z���Z���•�����}�v�•�]�•�š���v�š�o�Ç���Œ���v�l���������•���}�v�����}�(���š�Z�����v���š�]�}�v�[�•�������•�š���‰�o�������•���š�}���o�]�À���U���Á�}�Œ�l�U���•�š���Œ�š������
business, raise a family, retire, visit, and ski.  

�d�Z�]�•�����]���v�[�š���i�µ�•�š���Z���‰�‰���v�X���&�}�Œ���P���v���Œ���š�]�}�v�•�U���h�š���Z���Z���•�������Œ���(�µ�o�o�Ç���‰�o���v�v���������v�����‰�Œ���‰���Œ�������(�}�Œ���š�Z�����•�š���š���[�•��
growing population and economy. Water districts, transportation agencies, education administrations, 
healthcare organizations, nonprofits and others have been constantly engaged to ensure that Utahns 
continue to enjoy the quality of life we value. 

It is a major goal of the Salt Lake Chamber to ensure that Utah maintains its legacy as a great place to 
live, work, and recreate. For that reason, we support the efforts of the many organizations that dedicate 
their time to planning and preparing for the next generation of Utah residents.  We have an obligation 
to invest in and ensure the infrastructure and resources necessary to make that happen.  

The Lake Powell Pipeline is one of those inv���•�š�u���v�š�•���]�v���h�š���Z�[�•���(�µ�š�µ�Œ���X���t���š���Œ���]�•�����•�•���v�š�]���o���(�}�Œ���]�v���µ�•�š�Œ�Ç�����v����
growth �t �]�š�[�•���v�}�š���������}�]�v���]�����v�������š�Z���š�����}�u�u�µ�v�]�š�]���•���Á�]�š�Z���•���(���U���Œ���o�]�����o�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���Z���À�����•�š�����o����
economies. This project will allow Utah to use some of its currently unused Colorado River allocation �t 
�l�����‰�]�v�P���š�Z�����•�š���š���[�•���Á���š���Œ�����v�����š�Z���������}�v�}�u�]�����Œ���š�µ�Œ�v�•���}�(���š�Z���š���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�������]�v���h�š���Z�X���/�š���]�•���]�v���h�š���Z�[�•�������•�š���]�v�š���Œ���•�š��
to develop its available water resources, while continuing to promote the efficient use of existing 
supplies.  

The Chamber supports the Lake Powell Pipeline as a project that will serve current and future Utah 
residents and businesses and encourage Reclamation to issue the permits needed to build the project. 

Respectfully, 

 

 

Derek Miller 
President and CEO 
Salt Lake Chamber of Commerce 

---SALT ==LAKE 
----- EST. 1887-----

C HAMB ER 
U TAH'S BUS INE SS L EADER 

175 E. University Blvd. (400 S.) Ste. 600 Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 Office: 801 .364.3631 Fax: 801.328.5098 www.slchamber.com 
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From: Kenny Miller <Kenny.Miller@zionsbank.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 12:10 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP 
Attachments: 0296_001.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

 
 
 
 
Kenneth A. Miller  
Region President  
ZIONS BANK  
kenny.miller@zionsbank.com  
Phone (435) 817 -4915 
Cell (435) 669-1069 
 

 
 

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS 
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure 
under applicable law. If you are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the 
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the 
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you. 

IQ S • 
WE HAVE fli ' T FO~GOTTEN 

W O KEEPS US l BUSl lESS .' 
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June 6, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I support the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) because of the wide range of benefits from investing in water 
infrastructure for southwestern Utah. 

The Utah Division of Water Resources (UDWR) has estimated the cost of LPP to between $1 and $1.7 
billon. The U.S. Water Alliance estimates that every $1 spent on water infrastructure improvements 
generates $6 in economic returns. In Washington County, the LPP will support an additional $11 billion 
in gross metropolitan product. 

The proposed pipeline will create employment opportunities for skilled and unskilled labor. Typically, 
jobs in water infrastructure are stable, well-paying positions providing average wages above the national 
average. In addition, every job created in the water sector helps add between 3-4other jobs in the 
regional economy. 

Investing in the LPP is just good business- improved water resource management and water supply will 
significantly increase the economic well-being of southwestern Utah. Our tourism industry, educational 
institutions, manufacturing and other economic sectors rely heavily on a stable and secure water supply. 
Many of these industries and institutions would grind to a halt without a reliable and clean source of 
water. 

It's simply a reality that people will continue moving into southwestern Utah for its high quality of life. 
We must be prepared for them, their children and their children's children. This growth requires our 
communities to make long-term investments in water infrastructure now to make economic well-being 
possible later. 

I ask the Bureau of Reclamation to help make that future possible by finalizing the LPP Environmental 
Impact Statement and issue its Record of Decision on the project. 

;;;;;:~ 
Kenny Miller 
Zions Bank Region President 
St . George, Utah 

0415-1
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From: Myron Fairbanks <mfairbanks@infowest.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 11:26 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

We have to say NO to projected growth of Washington County. Besides the massive price tag 
for this pipe line by any estimates, The county better get prepared for massive new jails, drug 
rehabs, massive homeless shelters, police force and countless other services that come with 
�}�À���Œ���P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z�X���/�[�À�����Ç���š���š�}���•���������v�Ç���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���š�]�}�v�������}�µ�š���š�Z���•�����š�Ç�‰���•���}�(�����}�•�š�•�����•�•�}���]���š�������Á�]�š�Z���š�Z����
intended growth but it would likely exceed that of the pipe line. Crime is going to be that of 
Vegas, LA or Phoenix, is this what you want Washington County to be? Think we have a crime, 
drug, gang and graffiti problem now, go visit Vegas, LA or Phoenix to see our future all in the 
name of greed. Our state and national parks in the area would become national dumps. Anyone 
�]�v���(���À�}�Œ���}�(�����µ�]�o���]�v�P�������‰�]�‰���o�]�v�����(�Œ�}�u���W�}�Á���o�o���š�}�����Œ�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ���Z���Œ�����]�•���‰�Œ�}�•�š�]�š�µ�š�]�v�P���Ç�}�µ�Œ���•���o�(�[�•���]�v���š�Z����
name of legacy and pure greed.  
  
Myron Fairbanks 
St George Ut 
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From: Nicole Hancock <nicole.hancock000@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 8:40 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Support for the LPP for Southern Utah 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Mr. Rick Baxte r  

Program Manage r  

Bureau of Reclamatio n  

Provo Area Offic e  

302 East Lakeview Parkwa y  

Provo, UT 8460 6  

  

Dear Mr. Baxter :   

  

My family moved to the Washington Fi elds 40 years ago to extend the legacy of operating a 
family horticultural business originated in Northern Utah. My  grandparents and parents worked 
tirelessly to create a life in the desert�² farming alfalfa fields and growing bedding plants and 
vegetable starts for wholesale and retail sale. Water resources were at the heart of our daily 
�R�S�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q�V���D�Q�G���D�Q���H�V�V�H�Q�W�L�D�O���I�X�Q�F�W�L�R�Q���R�I���R�X�U���I�D�P�L�O�\�¶�V���V�X�U�Y�L�Y�D�O��   

  

We sourced and drilled our own wells, ran pipe and developed an expensive reverse osmosis 
system to have potable water. We moved sprinkler lines several times a day to water our 
fields, had to be quick with our showers, and would often have days where something 
went  awry and we went without water till repairs could be made or our storage tanks could 
be refilled.   

  

0420



We had conversations daily revolving around our water usage and the necessity of 
�F�R�Q�V�H�U�Y�L�Q�J���W�K�L�V���S�U�H�F�L�R�X�V���U�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�����³�'�R�Q�¶�W���Z�D�V�W�H���Z�D�W�H�U���´���Z�D�V���D���S�K�U�D�V�H���H�W�F�K�H�G���L�Q�W�R���R�X�U���O�L�W�W�O�H��
heads by the constant reminders of our parents. I kn ow what it is like to turn on a faucet 
and have nothing come out. It was only after I left home for college and other adventures 
�W�K�D�W���P�\���S�D�U�H�Q�W�V�¶���K�R�P�H���D�Q�G���E�X�V�L�Q�H�V�V���F�R�X�O�G���E�H���F�R�Q�Q�H�F�W�H�G���W�R���W�K�H���F�L�W�\�¶�V���S�U�H�G�L�F�W�D�E�O�H���D�Q�G��
reliable water supply .  

  

Now, my brothers and I have anchored our own business on the family property and work 
with our children growing things for the beautification of our community and working with 
our father to continue the legacy our grandparents began .  

  

In addition to my personal business interests, I serve on the Chamber of Commerce Board 
of Directors, the Utah State Agricultural Conservation District (UACD) Board, and as a 
�6�X�S�H�U�Y�L�V�R�U���R�I���=�R�Q�H�������R�I���W�K�H���8�$�&�'�����,�Q���D�G�G�L�W�L�R�Q�����,�¶�P���K�H�D�G�L�Q�J���D���Q�H�Z���L�Q�L�W�L�D�W�L�Y�H���E�\���:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q��
County to create a roadmap for the long - term planning of agricultural preservation and 
innovation. Most importantly, I am a mother of two boys whom I decided to raise in this 
community after living in Northern Utah and Oregon .  

  

Every day I see the evidence of the growth and change  all around us. In my professional 
pursuits and community service, I understand the dynamics and direction of the economic 
development of this region, I mention these things by way of explaining my interest as 
a long-term resident, a stakeholder, and active participant in the present and future path of my 
beloved Southern Utah home. I am concerned about the results that may befall us if we do not 
take decisive action in securing the water resources necessary to support the vibrancy of our 
community.  

  

Even  if the doors were to close tomorrow to new development in Washington County, the 
notion that our reliance upon the single source of the Virgin River watershed is foolhardy 
and unsustainable. Our community has received the benefit of long - term planning and  
preparation of those who understood the consequences and who decided they would carve 
out a way for those who would follow.    

   

I am an unabashed proponent o f conservation efforts, yet I recognize that they alone cannot 
provide the dependability, nor the volume of water needed to sustain the needs of our 
community.  
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As we strive to bring higher paying wages, technology, and educational opportunities  for the 
generations that will follow, it is incumbent upon those making decisions today to adopt the 
vision and foresight to prepare for what will come. In order to attract and sustain those 
opportunities, we need to be ambitious in our undertakings and judicious in our methods.   

  

I applaud the efforts of local leaders, legislators, and community members wh o have laid 
the groundwork for the success of the Lake Powell Pipeline and I am grateful that we have a 
viable option to supply water. The costs may seem high today, but they do not compare 
with the penalties and complications others will endure if we fail  to procure and develop this 
most fundamental of resources and follow in the visionary footsteps of those who 
came  before us.  

  

I  appreciate �W�K�H���%�X�U�H�D�X���R�I���5�H�F�O�D�P�D�W�L�R�Q�¶s (BOR) willingness to receive input regarding the Lake 
Powell Pipeline and would like to express my strong support for its construction. 
The availability of water is critical for our economy and allows businesses to open, grown and 
thrive now and into the future.   

  

Our national parks bring many millions of tourists to our region, and while  we 
enjoy  welcoming the world and the strength this adds to our economy, the also tax 
our limited resources.  The Lake Powell Pipeline is a steady, cost effective option that we cannot 
afford to bypass. The pipeline has been well researched, and carefully studied by BOR. It is clear 
to me that it is reasonable, fiscally viable way to deliver water for our rapidly growing 
communities in southwestern Utah. Please approve the Preferred Alternative in the Record of 
Decisions.   

  
  

Sincerely,    

  

Nicole Hancoc k  

President/CEO Botanicals, Inc.  

Past Chair, St. George Area Chamber of Commerce  
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0420

0420-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Douglas Woody <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020 9:04 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

This proposal is obscene. I vote NO! St. George, quit growing like a malignant CANCER! 
Instead of this pipeline, build a SMALL pipeline to residents of the Navajo Reservation. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas Woody 
dwoody413@yahoo.com 
82072 
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From: Cory Beal <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 1:36 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

This plan is unnecessary, too costly, and execution of said plan would be detrimental to the 
future of the Colorado River and Lake Powell, which are already lacking the appropriate amount 
of water to continue sustaining the needs of those downstream. 

Sincerely, 

Cory Beal 
broncory@gmail.com 
99705 
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From: john worlock <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:40 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

My message is just this: Don't do it! Don't approve or in any way further the state's ambition to 
pipe water from the drying-up reservoir at Lake Powell to the water-guzzling folks in SW Utah. 
They can just as well live within their locally-sourced water supplies. And if not, they can just 
dry up and blow away, for all I care. This would be a prohibitively expensive water project, that 
they are not going to want to pay for. And the rest of the state doesn't need to support their thirst. 

Sincerely, 

john worlock 
jjworlock@msn.com 
84108 
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From: Alan Blackstock <no-reply@washco.utah.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 1:43 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

I'm writing to oppose the proposed Lake Powell--St. George pipeline, primarily because of 
unresolved environmental concerns and objections of Native Americans through whose lands the 
pipeline would pass. The answer to St. George's water needs is policies that encourage 
conservation, as practiced in other desert cities like Las Vegas and Tucson. 

Sincerely, 

Alan Blackstock 
alan.blackstock@usu.edu 
84078 
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From: Neil Allison <oallison@msn.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 4:29 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line Opposition 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
Greetings: 
 
Southern Utah is a desert. Many people have located here because of the dry climate, beauty and 
opportunities for outdoor activities such as hiking, biking, photography, etc. 
 
As the population has grown ozone and other pollution levels have steadily risen to where the air is 
uncomfortable to breathe for those of us are sensitive to such pollution. Additionally, people have 
continually introduced new species of plants and animals that have displaced the native environment. 
While the area was a blessing to those of us who have allergies and respiratory conditions triggered 
various plants, Southwestern Utah has become like all urban areas and is  becoming an inhospitable 
place. 
 
The proposed pipeline will allow excessive population growth and soon Washington county will become 
just another Los Angeles on a smaller scale; Pine mountain will be visible for only a few days of the year 
and people like me will have moved on to other places. To avoid this,  Southern Utah must resort to 
power sources such as thorium generated nuclear power as a source of electricity to power 
automobiles, heating and cooling of homes, etc. The general public is largely misinformed about the 
safety of nuclear energy and the local leader lack the ability to change the mindset of the public to 
transition to nuclear energy as the only source of truly pollution free energy. 
 
Wind generated electricity results in dependency on China for the rare earth elements needed for wind 
turbine manufacturing and the wind turbines kill large numbers of birds and bats; solar panels also 
require dependency upon China and solar farms fry large numbers of birds and other animals in the 
once thought solution to pollution free energy. 
 
During the recent drought, the was a large continuing drop in the level of water in Lake Powell, what 
will happen when (not if) a ten or even twenty-year drouth occurs when the population has grown to 
�š�Z�������Æ�‰�����š���š�]�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����o�}�����o���‰�o���v�v���Œ�•�����v�����Œ�����o�����•�š���š���������À���o�}�‰���Œ�•�M���/���Á�}�v�[�š���Z���À�����š�} worry because I will 
have moved on but those of you who wish to live here and wish to have younger family members live 
here and proper will face that problem. 
 
Neil Allison, DVM, DACVP 
COL, USA(Ret) 
1838 Red Mountain Dr. 
Santa Clara, UT 84765 
 

0427-1

0427

0427-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



Ph. 435-669-7051 
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From: Jill Merritt <onefootfirst@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 7:36 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Public Meeting July 8 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

I would like these questions answered during the meeting if possible.  
 
Has any consideration been given to the idea of discouraging the projected growth that partly 
motivates the LPP?  
 
What companies and individuals stand to make the most money from construction of the LPP? 
 
What are the current elevations of Lake Powell and Lake Mead? 
 
Thank you, 
Jill Merritt 
Salt Lake City 
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From: Richard Spotts <raspotts2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 10:40 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Cc: Baxter, Rick J; Duke, Marlon B; PAComments, BOR-sha-UC 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] My LPP DEIS questions & comments re: tonight's 

BOR LPP DEIS Webex meeting 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

 
July 8, 2020  
 
 
Dear BOR officials: 
 
Although there was some initial difficulty obtaining access to it, I "attended" the entire BOR 
Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Webex "meeting" 
tonight.   
 
It was supposed to start at 6 pm, but did not actually begin until 6:15 pm.  During that 
unexpected fifteen minutes of waiting time, as instructed, I typed in several questions using the 
chat function.  Later, when the actual presentation began, folks were told to only submit one chat 
question.  That limitation should have been announced up front. 
 
In any case, none of my questions were asked or responded to during this virtual meeting.  Given 
the obvious BOR  bias in the LPP DEIS, this failure to respond to my questions tonight was 
disappointing but not a surprise.   
 
Since any public chat questions during this Webex won't be considered as formal DEIS input, I 
am providing all of my exact Webex questions pasted in below.  Please include this email and 
these specific questions in the LPP DEIS project file, and treat the questions (and my comments 
below) as formal input on this LPP DEIS.  I intend to submit additional substantive LPP DEIS 
comments at a later date, prior to the September 8 comment deadline. 
 
My five questions were and are in italics as follows: 
 
1)  The Army Corps of Engineers recommended that the Local Waters Alternative be analyzed in 
the LPP DEIS.  When FERC was NEPA lead agency, it intended to analyze a water conservation 
DEIS alternative.  Many scoping comments requested this as well.  Why did BOR decide to 
ignore this and not analyze any water conservation alternative? 
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2)  Why did BOR improperly use the applicant's arbitrarily narrow purpose and need statement, 
thereby fail to analyze any water conservation alternative, and likely violate the CEQ NEPA 
regulation at 40 CFR 1502.14?  
 
3)  In preparing the LPP DEIS, to what extent, if any, did BOR independently and objectively vet 
the technical data that it received from the LPP applicant?   
 
4)   New Mexico needed Congressional approval for a similar water transfer under the Colorado 
River Compact.  Is Utah or BOR seeking such approval?  If not, why?    
 
5)  I reviewed both the BOR LPP DEIS and associated scoping report.  I believe that some 
important and relevant issues and questions were raised in the scoping comments that are 
ignored or not adequately addressed in the DEIS.  For example, the questions about LPP 
compliance with the Colorado River Compact.  Legal scholars have indicated that the LPP may 
be prohibited under the Compact as a transfer of upper basin water for a lower basin use.  The 
DEIS only says that this issue is being "addressed."  Since any Compact state could challenge 
the LPP on these legal grounds, what does being "addressed" mean?  This seems like a flip 
deflection on a potentially pivotal legal question.  Are Utah and BOR willing to gamble more 
public funds on the LPP quest without any firm resolution on Compact compliance?  
 
In addition to ignoring my questions, I believe that Mr. Baxter made some highly 
suspect  statements on behalf of BOR in response to some of the questions that were 
allowed.  For example, he said something to the effect that "the county cannot mandate water 
conservation." I believe that this is disingenuous because the applicants (Utah and WCWCD) do 
have the legal authority to require and implement reasonable water conservation measures, such 
as tiered water pricing, eliminating the artificial property tax WCWCD subsidy, and xeriscape 
zoning ordinances.   Other western communities and counties have already successfully 
implemented these types of reasonable water conservation measures.   
 
In response to another question on LPP financial feasibility, he said something to the effect that 
the WCWCD could pay back the massive LPP debt "many times over."  This, too, seems 
disingenuous.  The ultimate projected size of the LPP debt (including interest payments over five 
or more decades), and the potential financial impacts on county residents (such as those raised by 
over twenty university economics professors) are highly controversial.  Where in the DEIS 
analysis does it demonstrate that this LPP debt could be repaid by county residents "many times 
over"? 
 
In response to some other questions, Mr. Baxter also made some admissions about apparent LPP 
DEIS deficiencies.  On how the LPP diversion would affect Glen Canyon Dam's hydroelectric 
function, generation, and revenue, he said that this analysis was not available for the DEIS, but 
has since been done, and will be included in the FEIS.  On potential impacts on the threatened 
Mojave desert tortoise, he said that those impacts were not quantified for the LPP DEIS, but 
would become available when FWS provides a BA or BO.  He later said that he was informed 
that the LPP may cause permanent disturbance to 36 acres of tortoise habitat, and about 500 
acres of temporary disturbance.  He further indicated that GIS spatial data on the DEIS proposed 
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LPP alignments may not be currently available to the public.  This prevents people from 
comparing this LPP GIS data with other available GIS data layers on myriad resources and land 
uses.   
 
This LPP NEPA process continues to move forward at breakneck speed.  With a September 8 
public comment deadline, BOR apparently still expects to publish the NOA for the LPP FEIS by 
November 27.  To meet this rushed schedule, just as it did with the hasty scoping report and 
deficient DEIS, the BOR will likely cut NEPA corners and sacrifice quality analysis in preparing 
the FEIS.  I continue to be appalled at the ongoing waste of public funds and the realization that 
political expediency now "trumps" everything else. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Richard Spotts 
255 North 2790 East 
Saint George UT 84790 
raspotts2@gmail.com 
 
cc:  Interested parties 
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From: Sacred Legacy <sacred4s@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:16 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Its Health concern Steal on Lake Powell water 

pipline agenda 
 
  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Whom it may concern,  
     I think its not right to have meeting at this time of pandemic by any means such as social, 
virtual and public on Lake Powell pipeline to St George agenda. Most of the people are limited 
in so many ways through the pandemic and the your government is heading the issue for your 
gain purpose using this pandemic crisis. You can not have virtual meetings with limited 
attendance. The important people maybe be left out of the loop. The is not a public meeting..its 
a private sign in meeting. Most of the people who has rights to the rivers don't have internet in 
remote areas. Again, Do not have public or any meetings during this pandemic which most of us 
Nations people have ties to these lakes and rivers. We are all under restriction to do anything. 
Let us wait til the pandemic deplete. Not mentioning the sacred ties we have for the 
waters...have been addressed under your Federal law in NPS section with our Tribal nations and 
interested parties.   Leland Grass, President, Dine' Medicine Men Association, inc.  
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From: Steven Shipley <sshipley53@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 11:51 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline  
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
What about invasive species being pumped from Lake Powell to Sand Hollow or Quail Lakes? 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Tisa Zito <tisazito@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 3:49 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
Attachments: wasted water.jpg 
 
  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

My question is regarding why we have not implemented a water limit like California has before 
tapping into a new water source? 
 
Attached is a photo from a typical scene in my neighborhood where someone waters their lawn 
and ends up watering the driveway and street. There's an incredible waste of water happening. 
If there were a limit and a fee for using more than an allotted amount, we could be helping 
ease the issue before considering tapping into Powell. 
 
please feel free to use my name and photo. I will try and log on if I can get back from work in 
time.  
 
thank you,  
Tisa zito  
 

 
From: Galileo Project, LLC on behalf of The Bureau of Reclamation <ellen.hopp@galileoaz.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020 3:45 PM 
To: tisazito@hotmail.com <tisazito@hotmail.com> 
Subject: Lake Powell Pipeline Project  
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Reclamation to hold public meetings on  
Lake Powell Pipeline Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement  

The Bureau of Reclamation, on behalf of the Department of the Interior, will host two public meetings on 
�L�W�V���H�Q�Y�L�U�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�D�O���U�H�Y�L�H�Z���R�I���8�W�D�K�¶�V���S�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H���S�U�R�M�H�F�W�����7�K�H���S�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H���S�U�R�M�H�F�W�����S�U�R�S�R�V�H�G��
by the Utah Board of Water Resources, would establish a second source of water for Washington 
County, Utah, through an approximately 140-mile-long water delivery pipeline from Lake Powell near 
Glen Canyon Dam in Page, Arizona, to Sand Hollow Reservoir near St. George, Utah. The State of Utah 
is developing the project to help meet future water demands and diversify and enhance the reliability of 
�:�D�V�K�L�Q�J�W�R�Q���&�R�X�Q�W�\�¶�V���U�H�J�L�R�Q�D�O���Z�D�W�H�U���V�X�S�S�O�\���S�R�U�W�I�R�O�L�R�� 
 
The Department encourages robust public review and comment on its draft Environmental Impact 
Statement and draft Resource Management Plan Amendment for the project. The meetings will be 
hosted virtually using web-based participation platforms in order to facilitate maximum public participation 
amid ongoing public health concerns. 

  

  

What:  Public meetings to discuss the Lake Powell Pipeline Project environmental review 
 
Who: Reclamation and cooperating agency officials 
 
When:  Wednesday, July 8 at 6:00 p.m. MDT and Thursday, July 9 at 6:00 p.m. MDT 
 
Where:  Virtual via WebEx. 
 

Web address for July 8  Virtual Public Meeting:  
http://ow.ly/He8f50Am5HX 

 
Web address for July 9  Virtual Public Meeting:  

http://ow.ly/2glG50Am5HW 
 
Note: Please log into meeting at least 10 minutes prior to 6:00 p.m. All participants will remain on mute 
throughout the meeting. Questions and comments may be submitted during the meeting using WebEx 
chat function. Comments posted in the WebEx chat function during public meetings do not constitute 
formal comments for inclusion in the draft EIS.  
 
Content for both meetings will be identical. To allow participation by everyone interested, please only 
attend one meeting. 

 

  

  

Formal comments must be received by 11:59 p.m. MDT on Sept. 8, 2020,  
through one of the methods below.  

 
Note that all information included in submitted �F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V�����L�Q�F�O�X�G�L�Q�J���W�K�H���V�X�E�P�L�W�W�H�U�¶�V���Q�D�P�H���D�Q�G���F�R�Q�W�D�F�W��
information, may be published with the final EIS. Please only include contact information with your 
comment that you are okay making public. 
 

How to comment:  
 

Standard Mail:  
Lake Powell Pipeline Project  

Bureau of Reclamation Provo Area Office  
302 East Lakeview Parkway  

Provo, Utah 84606 
 

Online:  

0437



https://www.usbr.gov/uc/DocLibrary/EnvironmentalImpactStatements/LakePowellPipeline/index.html 
 

Email:  
https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2020-12382 
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From: Trish Greenfield <trishg.dennye@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 3:49 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] comments for the proposed lake powell pipeline 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
The proposed pipeline costs in total and impact to individual residents have not been communicated to 
the public.  It is not clear how the burden of the cost to build and operate will impact Washington 
County and/or Utahn residents. 
 
In addition water usage in Washington County is not adequately measured but estimates indicate that 
conservation at levels of neighboring states such as Arizona and Nevada could result in sustained 
growth without the pipeline. 
 
The Colorado river is not expected to recover and emergency allocation plans are already in place thus 
it is irresponsible to extract more water from lake powell. 
 
In the absence of public transparency this project should not be approved. 
 
thank you 
 
trish greenfield 
 
 
 
Reply to trishg.dennye@gmail.com 
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From: Jonathan Upchurch <upchurch@ecs.umass.edu> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:37 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP virtual public meeting followup 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
Thank you for hosting this evening's virtual public meeting on the LPP. 
 
Here is a question that I submitted this evening that you did not have time to answer. 
 
If the "Fill Lake Mead First" proposal is adopted at some future point in time, how would that affect the 
ability to pump, and the cost to pump, water out of Lake Powell? 
 
Thank you for taking the opportunity to reply. 
 
Dr. Jonathan Upchurch, P.E. 
1910 Cochise Way 
Ivins, UT  84738 
Phone:   435-673-2290 
upchurch@ecs.umass.edu 
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From: Wilford Clyde <wclyde@clydeinc.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 5:37 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Environmental Impact--Lake Powell Pipeline 
Attachments: Wilford Clyde 2020 Signed.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Mr. Rick Baxter: 
 
Attached is a letter from me supporting the building of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
 

 

Wilford W. Clyde  
President & CEO 
O 801.802.6900 C 801.592.2200 
WWW.CLYDEINC.COM 

 
 
 

0 
CLYDE 

COMPANIES 
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July 2, 2020 

Rick Baxter 
Bureau of Reclamation 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

0 
CLYDE 

COMPANIES 

As a lifelong Utah resident and sixth generation Utahan, I support the development of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 
Nearly 100 years ago, my grandfather established our family business, now known as Clyde Companies, on hard work 
and ethical principles. I am privileged to serve as CEO of this organization, which now has more than 3,500 
employees throughout the state and region. My grandfather's values and ethics still serve as the guiding principles of 
our companies as we work to achieve our corporate mission, "Building a Better Community." 

Utah consistently ranks high in the country for its fiscal stability, economy and education. On the heels of a decade 
long expansion, Utah's economy continues to prosper. Favorable demographics, a supportive business climate, and 
economic diversity will continue to advance the economy. 

Our state is filled with distinct and desirable communities, and Washington County is no exception. The culture is 
educated, caring, industrious and hardworking. Low taxes, top-tier infrastructure, and effective local and state 
governments make it an outstanding place to live and do business. The quality of life for families and individuals of all 
ages can't be beat. I love Utah and am proud to call it home. 

In both my professional and personal life, I have strived to continually implement this mission of "building a better 
community." As a former city council member and two-term mayor, I know the challenges that face a growing region. 
There are ways to ensure that growth is for the betterment of the community. I've been part of such growth--where 
the community's history is preserved, where quality of life is improved, and resources are ensured for future 
generations. 

One of our company's core values is to "Give a Full Measure," meaning no matter the size, location or complexity of 
the job, we pledge to do our part to make each project a success." In the area of water infrastructure, we are at a 
point in time where public and private stakeholders need to "give full measure" to ensure that southwestern Utah 
has the water resources to support its projected growth. By developing the Lake Powell Pipeline, we are securing the 
future of Washington County and building a better Utah. It is for these principled reasons that I urge the Bureau of 
Reclamation to complete the LPP Environmental Impact Statement and issue its Record of Decision to allow the 
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•••• • • State of Utah •••••• School and Institu t ional •• • ••• Trust Lands Admi n istra t ion 

SITLA 67 5 Eas t 500 Sou th , Sui te 500 • • ••• • Sal t Lake City, Utah 84 102-2813 
David Ure 80 1-538-5 100 Fax 801-355-0922 

Di rector trus t land s. uta h.gov 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

July 13, 2020 

I'm writing to ask the Bureau of Reclamation to complete the Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact 
Statement and to issue its Record of Decision in support of the Preferred Alternative. 

I am a fourth-generation dairy farmer in the Kamas Valley of Summit County, Utah. I also serve as director 
of the Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA), and on the Utah Water Task 
Force. 

In 2017, the Task Force presented a vision for Utahns working together to solve what may be one of the 
most daunting problems we have ever faced: how to stretch limited water supplies to meet the needs of the 
estimated 6 million people expected to call Utah home by the year 2060, and to do so in a way that provides 
enough clean and affordable water to sustain thriving communities and businesses, robust agriculture, 
ample recreation, and a healthy and resilient natural environment -:-- all in the face of wide variations in 
precipitation and uncertain climatic patterns. To do so, we envisioned using science, technology, education, 
public deliberation, innovative policies and well-designed incentives to find the best ways to use water in 
our homes, businesses and farms, while also protecting our natural environment. 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is consistent with our recommendation to build new water infrastructure over the 
next 40-50 years that: (1) supports a growing population and economy and makes investments consistent 
with best scientific, engineering, management and accounting practices; (2) ensures that water users and 
uses,with less financial capacity, such as rural areas, less wealthy communities and the environment, also 
receive necessary infrastruc;ture investments to secure their water futures; and (3) incorporates energy 
consumption and provision considerations into planning and financing to achieve energy efficiency in water 
infrastructure. · 

When establishing the Utah Water Task Force, Governor Herbert said: " In Utah, we don't believe in sitting 
back and seeing where growth will take us. We seek to be visionary and to actively secure our future." 

The Lake Powell Pipeline is a crucial component of securing that future. We support the draft EIS and the 
review of the project. Please issue a Record of Decision for the Preferred Alternative. 

Sincerely, E~~JR-P1ROl}fJ A~EJ~~ OF"FiiCE: 
JLEL 15 ~2()AM 11: 15 

David Ure, Director, Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration 
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July 9, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter, 

After three decades ofrepresenting the city of St. George, 20 of which I served as mayor, I have 
learned its needs and growth patterns and how to plan for both. When I was first elected to the 
city council, St. George was a small but growing town, around 20,000 people. By the time I was 
first elected mayor in 1994, it was closer to 30,000 people. Through the 2000s, the city was listed 
in national publications as the fastest-growing metro area in the country. Today, estimates show 
the population of St. George as over 80,000. Continued growth, and how to support it, remain an 
essential part of our municipal discussion. 

In fact, all southwestern Utah is poised for growth. Over the next decade, Washington County is 
expected to see a growth rate of more than 34%. In just the last five years, St. George has seen a 
growth rate near 10%. That puts our limited water resource and delivery system at risk for the 
future. 

Southwestern Utah and Washington County need a long-term water supply plan that combines 
water conservation with meeting new and growing water demands. The proposed LPP takes into 
account the issues facing our region of the state: reliable supply, and the future water needs of a 
growing community. 

In Washington Couiity,·we 'are limited to one water source: the Virgin River Basin. There are not 
onTy w·ater quan1ity~issues·with the basin, but also water quality issues. We run the risk that 
fiittife 'weathef anff climafitevents like long droughts, forest fires, large storms and subsequent 
tln'sh'ft6odrfig'W111"demgra'l:e our water quality and damage the infrastructure that keeps our 
strpplyavai1abte·.·,~ys1em 1a1lure is a concern. Prudent planning should include additional sources 
of supply to meet our denuihds in times of drought and provide additional storage facilities to 
capture water during large storm events, or years of abundant snowpack and runoff. 

':. /', : ) 

Most importantly, the LPP addresses long-time uncertainty. From rate of growth to unpredictable 
seasons due to climate change, it is not possible to predict the damages, water shortfalls, and 
Mhet"'challenges· our 1imiteo water supply system might face. To counter this, the LPP offers an 
aclditi~nal, reliable source· o'f water out of the Colorado River and one of the largest reservoirs in 
the West and additional infrastructure to support delivery of those water supplies. 
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July 9, 2020 
Page2 

Knowing that we are poised for continued growth, the LPP appears to be our best alternative 
moving forward. After reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I urge the Bureau 
of Reclamation to move forward into the Record of Decision with the recommendation of the 
South Action as the preferred alternative. The Southern Alternative is the best option for St. 
George as it moves into its future. 

Since~~ m~ 
Daniel McArthur 
Former mayor and representative 
St. George, UT 
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June 12, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

I am a former Washington County Commissioner and, in that role, spent a considerable amount 
of time becoming educated on the need and purpose of the Lake Powell Pipeline. 

Our analysis showed with the expected growth in Washington County, the Lake Powell Pipeline 
is the only reasonable option. All other options are too expensive. While our community has 
supported and embraced conservation, it costs considerably more per acre foot to conserve. 
Conservation is very important to us and we need to continue conservation, but the Lake Powell 
Pipeline water is less expensive than extreme conservation. We can only conserve to a certain 
point. We can't come close to conserving the amount of water we're going to need for the future. 
Since the 1960s, the population of Washington County has roughly doubled every decade, and 
that trend is expected to continue for the foreseeable future. We anticipate similar growth 
moving ahead. 

Arguments that our community can't afford the LPP are false. When the Washington County 
Water Conservancy District built Quail Creek Reservoir it was a $30 million project on a $100 
million property tax base. Today we are looking at $1 to $1.7 billion for LPP with a $19 billion 
property tax base. 

My ancestors were among the original settlers of the area, and I hope that my family will have 
the option of continuing to reside here. It's been an important place for our family to live, and I 
hope that my grandkids-most of them are in the area-if they chose to live here, they would 
have the opportunity to stay. 

The Preferred Alternative is the best option for Washington County. I request that the Bureau of 
Reclamation issue a Record pf Decision for the Southern Alignment. 

~;;· :;r~ " . ,/ 
�.�~�~� . a~~~/\-

.,, Alan Gardner .. ' · ·.·· · 
St. George, Utah 
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From: Brogan L Fullmer <broganfullmer@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:34 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO <BOR-sha-PRO-LPP@usbr.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Oppose Lake Powell Pipeline Project 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or 
responding.   

 

Good Afternoon,  
 
I am writing to oppose the Lake Powell pipeline project as  a Utahn, a concerned citizen, and as a member of a generation already 
facing the severe impacts of increasing global temperatures. Water is already the most precious commodity on Earth and 
especially in the Western United States. Utah cannot afford to nai vely pump water from its natural river courses to support 
unnaturally lush golf courses and retirement communities in our arid southwest. Please DO NOT construct the Lake Powell 
pipeline.  
 
Thank you,  
 
 
 
Brogan L. Fullmer  
801-499-7586 
 

0446-1

0446

0446-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Betty and Ron Marianetti <bettyron62@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 7:15 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Cc: Conserve Southwest Utah 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Water conservation is being overlooked. 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

�x Water conservation alternatives could be implemented incrementally at lower cost 
and with greater reliability, obviating the need for the LPP altogether; such water 
conservation practices have been very successful in other western cities. 

�x Water conservation has been shown by other communities (such as the Southern 
Nevada Water Authority) to be much less expensive and less risky than investing in 
water transfers from remote basins and sources. 

We need to do our homework and conserve water in Washington County before we look 
at the Pipeline. We live in a desert and need to think about xeriscaping. We formerly 
lived in Entrada with waterfalls and grass. We now live in Kayenta. We have no 
landscape water coming into our yard.  The only water we use outside is for the raised 
bed vegetable garden. Our desert plants survive with no drip or sprinkler system.  
We need to raise the cost of water to encourage conservation. The pipeline will destroy 
land as it is built. It will be very costly and in time will not provide the water that is 
needed. We need to adjust our lifestyle to save water.  
 
Betty Marianetti 
 
 
 
 

I 
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From: Bruce George <bgeorge15@q.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 12:42 PM 

To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Lake Powell Pipeline  

 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

We are in a continuing drought in the Southwest and have been for the past twenty years. Lake Mead 
and Lake Powell are at historic low levels and have almost reached the emergency limit on releasing 
water to further downstream users. Climate change is here and is causing desertification of the 
Southwest. If you read any of the studies that have been done recently you will see that there is less 
runoff from the winter snows into Lake Powell and it is down almost 100 feet as it is. 

Please read: https://www.nps.gov/articles/climate-change-in-the-southwest-potential-impacts.htm or 
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/16/climate/drought-southwest-climate-change.html or do your 
own search on the internet and read any of the studies that show the same result. 

So the last thing we need is another straw sucking water out of Lake Powell to go to St George, Utah. It 
is unsustainable and will be a waste of money and resources. 

Bruce M George 

Lifelong resident of Arizona 

Camp Verde, AZ 
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From: Christine Arlotti <Christine.Arlotti@dixie.edu> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 10:58 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Cc: Paul Morris 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter of Support Dixie State University VP Paul Morris 
Attachments: LOS_LakePowellPipeline_July14_2020.pdf 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Dear Rick Baxter: 
�W�o�����•�����(�]�v�����s�]�������W�Œ���•�]�����v�š���W���µ�o���D�}�Œ�Œ�]�•�[���>���š�š���Œ���}�(���^�µ�‰�‰�}�Œ�š�����š�š�����Z���� for the Lake Powell Pipeline. 
Thank you, 
Christine 
 
 
Chr ist ine Ar lot t i , M.A.  
Execut ive Assistant to the VP 
O: 435.879.4280  C: 435.630.9590 
Dix ie State Universi ty,  St.  George UT  
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n~I I DIXIE STATE UNIVERSITY 
- ,-., ,--, - ,. s T. GE a R GE, u TA H 

July 13, 2020 

Mr. Rick Baxter 
Program Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Provo Area Office 
302 East Lakeview Parkway 
Provo, UT 84606 

Dear Mr. Baxter: 

Paul C. Morris 
Vice President for Administrative Affairs 

435-652-7504 
morris@dixie.edu 

As the Vice President of Administrative Affairs at Dixie State University, it is my responsibility to oversee 
building of the University's financial reputation, providing the campus and community with resources, and 
supporting institutional growth. When I look toward the broader community, I see the same needs. For 
Washington County, especially, growth and its related demands, are a central issue. The resource in 
question is water. To support growth and water, we need an institutional plan. The Lake Powell Pipeline 
(LPP) offers a plan and solution. 

As it stands right now, our water supply will not be enough to meet the needs of our growing cities and 
towns. Washington County and its cities represent one of the fastest growing communities in the nation. In 
fact, over the last ten years, Washington County has experienced a growth rate of almost 35% with the 
same rate expected for the next ten years. From 2030-2040, the rate of growth is projected to drop only 
slightly to 27%. Such growth is likely bringing as many as 500,000 new people to Southwestern Utah by 
the year 2060. 

Washington County receives about 60,000 acre-feet of water from ground and surface water resources in 
the Virgin River Basin. This limited resource is simply not enough for our anticipated population boom. 
We need to firm our water supply and our management of that resource. If that rate of growth sustains itself 
as projected, we face the possibility of outgrowing our water resources ifwe do not put proper planning in 
place now. 

The LPP outlines a responsible proposal for meeting our changing and competing demands. By providing 
water conservation and new supplies, it offers an alternative to the single source of water our portion of the 
state has come to rely on. The Virgin River Basin does not have the annual stream flow to match our 
growing needs. The LPP will bring the water we need to build a robust economy and stable communities in 
the future. 

With the capacity to deliver up to 86,249 acre-feet a year, the LPP will help 10 southwestern Utah 
communities for decades to come. The additional infrastructure necessary to bring that water to our county 
will provide system reliability where we currently do not have it. 

I urge you and your team to do what is best for the development of southwestern Utah and Washington 
County. Please move forward and sign the Record of Decision recommending the Southern Alignment and 
the LPP as the Preferred Alternative for growth and water in our region. 

Paul Morris, VP of Administrative Affairs 
Dixie State University 

225 South 700 East St Gs • rgs, UT 84770 Ph • ns : (435) B52 - 7500 www.dixis.sdu 
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From: Gary Vesperman <garyvesperman@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 8:57 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Supplementary documents for my comment re the Lake Powell Pipeline EIS 
Attachments: Clean Energy Inventions list.docx; Lake Powell pipeline EIS  comment.docx 
 
 
 
 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening 
attachments, or responding. 
 
 
 
Attached are two documents to supplement my comment for the Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental 
Impact Statement. 
 
I have designed an exhibit "Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions" that is linked at padrak.com/vesperman. 
The caption is 
 
 
The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions exhibits profiles of 22 Larger Generators, 34 Smaller Generators, 
26 Advanced Self-Powered Electric Vehicle Innovations, 29 Radioactivity Neutralization Methods, 29 
Space Travel Innovations, 20 Technical Solutions to Water Shortages, and a Torsion Field School 
Network. The exhibit also includes 49 movie posters and 88 colorful Hubble Space Telescope images. 
The exhibit can be installed in conventions, festivals, and any suitable public buildings such as 
universities, city halls, museums, shopping malls, and libraries. 
 
 
The exhibit is also linked in commutefaster.com/vesperman.html. 
 
A shorter more printable version with page numbers but without exhibit setup details nor movie 
posters is linked at https://app.box.com/v/CLEANENERGYEXHIBIT. 
 
Development and deployment of some of these clean energy inventions would yield significant 
environmental and economic benefits. 
 
Attached is a two-page list of Clean Energy Inventions. Note that its introductory paragraph happens to 
state: 
 
 
A portfolio of disruptive inventions has been accumulated after more than two decades of research and 
���}�o�o�����}�Œ���š�]�}�v���Á�]�š�Z���v�µ�u���Œ�}�µ�•���]�v�À���v�š�}�Œ�•�U�������(���Á���}�(���Á�Z�}�u�����Œ�������u�}�v�P���š�Z�����Á�}�Œ�o���[�•���u�}�•�š���‰�Œ�}���µ���š�]�À���X���d�Z���•����
inventions are so radical that some may require tens of millions of dollars each to fully exploit. $1 
billion would establish a comprehensive proactive clean energy inventions evaluation and development 
organization headquartered in Nevada. Divisions would include Board of Directors, Corporate Library, 
Consultants, Teaching Institute, Technical Evaluation and Advisory Board, and Incubator of Russian and 
Ukrainian Inventions. 
 

0451-1
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The exhibit may provide the Lake Powell Pipeline project two groups of inventions. 
 
Attached is a detailed explanation of how some water inventions displayed in the exhibit could be more 
practical and less costly than the $1.7 billion Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
Also attached is a list of "Clean Energy Inventions" which include generators in addition to the over 50 
generators displayed in the exhibit. They could provide cheap, safe, emissions-free and abundant 
electricity for water inventions and Lake Powell Pipeline water pumps. 
 
At the bottom of padrak.com/vesperman is a 'grand' business plan for discovery, evaluation, 
development and deployment of inventions. 
 
Gary Vesperman 
533 Tara Court 
Boulder City, NV 89005-1152 
702-435-7947 
garyvesperman@yahoo.com 
padrak.com/vesperman 
commutefaster.com/vesperman.html 
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Clean Energy Inventions  
 
A portfolio of disruptive inventions has been accumulated after more than two decades of research and 
�F�R�O�O�D�E�R�U�D�W�L�R�Q���Z�L�W�K���Q�X�P�H�U�R�X�V���L�Q�Y�H�Q�W�R�U�V�����D���I�H�Z���R�I���Z�K�R�P���D�U�H���D�P�R�Q�J���W�K�H���Z�R�U�O�G�¶�V���P�R�V�W���S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�Y�H�����7�K�H�V�H��
inventions are so radical that some may require tens of millions of dollars each to fully exploit. $1 billion 
would establish a comprehensive proactive clean energy inventions evaluation and development 
organization headquartered in Nevada. Divisions would include Board of Directors, Corporate Library, 
Consultants, Teaching Institute, Technical Evaluation and Advisory Board, and Incubator of Russian and 
Ukrainian Inventions. 
  
Large r Generators  �± hydro-magnetic dynamo, focus fusion, hydrino generator, thorium power pack, 
�7�H�V�O�D�¶�V���J�O�R�E�D�O���Z�L�U�H�O�H�V�V���W�U�D�Q�V�P�L�V�V�L�R�Q���R�I���H�O�H�F�W�U�L�F�D�O���S�R�Z�H�U�����.�L�H�Y�����8�N�U�D�L�Q�H�¶�V���,���1�����)�U�D�Q�W�V�H�Y�L�F�K���,�Q�V�W�L�W�X�W�H���R�I��
Problems of Materials Sciences (IPMS) thorium-232 energy accumulator, cosmic induction generator,  
colliding plasma toroid fusion reactor, wind turbine conversion, electrino fusion power reactor, induction 
coil coating increases generator output by one-third, Magnatron �± light-activated cold fusion magnetic 
motor, Spintronic generator, WIN zero point electrical energy converter, plasma biomass gasification, 
nano-membrane pyro-gasification process, high-temperature incinerator, gas-phase catalytic fusion, 
phase-conjugate-resonator Tesla coil, protein nanowires, ball lightning fusion reactor, Nano-�%�R�[�[�Œ��
thermionic converter, direct energy conversion, and atmospheric liquified thorium reactor. 
 
Small er Generators  �± Casimer-layered electrodynamic generator, thin-film power generating disks, 
Testatika free energy machine, high-density charge clusters technology, energy catalyzer, cold fusion 
reactor with electric-to-thermal energy conversion, hybrid cold fusion hydrogen reactor, fiber-based cold 
fusion power cell, buried contact multijunction thin film solar cell, thermoelectric generator, converter of 
zero-point electromagnetic radiation to electrical energy, LANR, pulsed abnormal glow discharge 
reactor, self-recharging energy generating gel cells, electronically shaded photo-voltaic glass, MulTask 
Dome multiple-output omni-directional solar power generator, high-expansion magnetohydrodynamic 
liquid metal generator, Power Chip thermo-ionic generator, gravity force generator, multifactorial 
hydrogen reactor, protium H+ stoichiometric hydrogen gas generator, neutrinovoltaic generator, liquid 
Hy-Fuel from hydrogn, advanced solar photo-voltaic crystal lattice cells, laser-induced fusion, closed-
loop phase-change gas system, geoexchange heat pump, self-recharging capacitive discharge thermal 
generator, ceramic electrodynamic wafer, solid-oxide fuel cell, splitter of water molecules, motionless 
electromagnetic generator, Richardson fuel-less electrical generator, �+�D�Z�N�L�Q�J�V�¶���J�H�Q�Hrator of cold 
electricity, radiant energy pump/electricity generator, controlled electron capture reaction, Hendershot 
magnetic motor, N-1 homopolar generator, atomic isotope generator, closed-path homopolar generator, 
switched energy resonant power system, high-voltage injection of rain water into cold fog, magnetic 
propulsion engine, �1�R�Y�D���S�K�D�V�H���F�K�D�Q�J�H���H�Q�J�L�Q�H�����/�8�0�(�/�2�,�'�Œ���O�L�J�K�W-polarizing photovoltaic film, global 
wireless power transmission via Zenneck surface waves, �/�(�3�&�2�1�Œ���I�H�P�W�R���G�L�R�G�H���S�K�R�W�R�Y�R�O�W�D�L�F���J�O�D�V�V��
sheet, Spiteri water pump, magnetic drive generator, maximum velocity wind turbine, laser-induced 
fusion in ultra-dense deuterium, Bedini SG charger, Nova-Neal compression engine, cold fusion 
thermionic generator, harmonic sphere flux resonator, and reactionless AC synchronous generator. 
 
Miscellaneous  �± super-conductive manganite substrates, amplified ionization filtration technologies, 
Sola-Q self-focusing omni-directional solar cooker, Aaftaab furnace, domestic lens, hydrosonic pump, 
IPMS-Chernovitsky super ceramics, IPMS micro-channels and filters, IPMS-Kiev and Arzamas-16 super 
magnets, capacitive step-down transformer, super steam technology, and new propulsion devices for 
space including gravito magnetic device, space drive engine, Moe-Joe orgone energy cell, Walden 
inertial propulsion, magnetic vortex drive engine, double magnetic fields plasma reactor, magneto-
gravitational converter (Searl effect generator), electron spiral toroid Spheromak micro-fusion reactor, 
internal rotating plasma rings, nuclear electric rocket, �'�D�Y�L�G���%�X�U�Q�V�¶���D�Q�W�L-gravity spacecraft, inertia-less 
craft and anti-gravity, atomic powered plasma rocket engine, tubular shaped interstellar space craft, 
gravity control, electric propulsion with asymmetric capacitors, Cannae microwave drive�����1�L�N�R�O�D���7�H�V�O�D�¶�V��
flying saucer, meta-stable helium, and magnetic propulsion using semiconductors.  
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Advanced Self -Powered Electric Transportation Vehicles  �± switched reluctance motor, fuel saver 
�W�K�D�W���Q�H�D�U�O�\���G�R�X�E�O�H�V���P�L�O�H�V���S�H�U���J�D�O�O�R�Q���R�I���J�D�V�R�O�L�Q�H�����6�W�D�Q�O�H�\���$�����0�H�\�H�U�¶�V���Z�D�W�H�U���I�X�H�O���F�H�O�O-powered car, water-
�I�X�H�O�H�G���L�Q�W�H�U�Q�D�O���F�R�P�E�X�V�W�L�R�Q���H�Q�J�L�Q�H���Z�L�W�K���*�D�U�U�H�W�W���H�O�H�F�W�U�R�O�\�W�L�F���F�D�U�E�X�U�H�W�R�U�����%�U�R�Z�Q�¶�V���J�D�V���F�D�U�E�X�U�H�W�R�U�����Z�D�W�H�U-to-
energy electrolysis process, Richardson blade-less Tesla-type steam turbine, water engine, noble gas 
plasma engine, Clem over-unity vegetable oil engine, motive power generating device, multi-chambered 
rotary compression engine, closed-cycle Freon/rotary turbine, 90+ mpg carburetor, conical vortex heat 
exchange engine, four environmental heat engines, liquid electricity engine, Volcheck: engine powered 
by gas with unusual expansion properties, Muller motor/generator,  conversion of aluminum internal 
combustion engine to magnetic motor, perm-mag motor, Walden amplified magnetic motor, other over-
unity magnetic motors, orgone energy motor, torsion field radio, advanced computer-controlled 
suspension systems, monocoque (unibody) basalt/carbon fiber foam body/frame made with IPMS high-
temperature gas plasma detonator, low-temperature diamond or titanium nitride coating of vehicle parts, 
Cool Chips thermo-ionic refrigerator, IPMS thermal electric cooling devices, Sky Train, compressed air-
driven air conditioner/heater, salt water flow cell, Sirius ultra-capacitor battery, electrostatic motor, 
melanin battery/generator, Manelas battery charger, and one of possibly more than a dozen candidate 
on-board fuel-less battery chargers. 
 
Batteries/Energy Accumulators  �± solid-state Quantum High-Energy Density Storage or Retrieval 
���4�8�(�1�6�2�5�Œ�����G�H�Y�L�F�H�� Casimer effect self-charging energy cell, Bedini battery charger, catalyst induced 
hydrino transition cell, Maxwell Technologies ultra-capacitor, IPMS crystal lattice energy storage/battery 
device, nickel-iron �E�D�W�W�H�U�\�����(�G�Z�L�Q���%�D�O�G�Z�L�Q�¶�V���V�X�S�H�U-capacitor, nickel metal hydride batteries, solid-state 
lithium-�L�R�Q���E�D�W�W�H�U�L�H�V�����O�L�T�X�L�G���P�H�W�D�O���E�D�W�W�H�U�\�����-�R�K�Q���+�X�W�F�K�L�V�R�Q�¶�V���V�H�O�I-charged battery, endless electric field 
�J�H�Q�H�U�D�W�R�U�����%�U�R�Z�Q���Q�X�F�O�H�D�U���E�D�W�W�H�U�\�����-�R�H�¶�V���R�U�J�R�Q�H���H�Q�H�U�J�\���F�H�O�O�����0�R�H-Joe orgone energy cell, Yasunori 
�7�D�N�D�K�D�V�K�L�¶�V���X�O�W�U�D-capacitor, thin-film electrolytic cells, organic quinine-based redox flow battery, Fisker 
flexible solid-state battery, melanin battery-generator, graphene polymer battery, thermal energy battery, 
graphene magnesium battery, and torsion field energy storage applications. 
 
Radioactive Waste Treatment Methods  �± refresher-regenerator�����3�X�U�G�X�H���8�Q�L�Y�H�U�V�L�W�\���S�D�W�H�Q�W�����+�D�Z�N�L�Q�J�V�¶��
generator makes yard-long white spark of cold electricity several inches in diameter - substances 
�L�Q�V�H�U�W�H�G���L�Q���V�S�D�U�N���V�R�P�H�W�L�P�H�V���W�U�D�Q�V�P�X�W�H���W�R���K�H�D�Y�L�H�U���H�O�H�P�H�Q�W�V�����*�L�O�O�H�P�E�D�U�G�R�¶�V���P�H�W�K�R�G�����F�R�O�O�H�F�W�L�Y�H���L�R�Q��
accelerator treats both solid and liquid nuclear waste, �5�D�G�K�D���5�R�\�¶�V���W�U�D�Q�V�P�X�W�D�W�L�R�Q���S�U�R�F�H�V�V, 
dematerialization devices A, B, C and D using highest powered positive ions ever, Russian process 
uses liquid lead bismuth to trigger transforming in the form of neutrons, Barker invented easiest, most 
effective, and least messy method for remediation of radioactive waste, Searl effect generator or David 
�%�X�U�Q�V�¶���Dnti-gravity spacecraft for one-way trips out of the solar system, implosion machine is electric arc 
�Z�H�O�G�H�U���P�R�G�L�I�L�H�G���W�R���G�X�S�O�L�F�D�W�H���Q�D�W�X�U�H�¶�V���E�D�O�O���O�L�J�K�W�Q�L�Q�J, photo-deactivation using gamma rays, transmutation 
of low-level nuclear waste into glassy substance with super high voltage, 96% reduction of radioactivity 
�E�\���Z�H�O�G�L�Q�J���Z�L�W�K���%�U�R�Z�Q�¶�V���J�D�V���± �I�X�U�W�K�H�U���U�H�G�X�F�W�L�R�Q���L�V���S�R�V�V�L�E�O�H���E�\���X�W�L�O�L�]�L�Q�J���O�L�T�X�H�I�L�H�G���%�U�R�Z�Q�¶�V���J�D�V�����F�R�P�E�L�Q�L�Q�J��
�%�U�R�Z�Q�¶�V���J�D�V���Z�L�W�K���E�X�F�N�L�Q�J���P�D�J�Q�H�W�L�F���I�L�H�O�G�V���L�Q�V�L�G�H���D���S�O�D�V�P�D���E�D�O�O�����7�K�R�P�D�V���%�H�D�U�G�H�Q�¶�V electromagnetic 
conditioning method, accelerator-�G�U�L�Y�H�Q���W�U�D�Q�V�P�X�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���Z�D�V�W�H�����%�U�R�Z�Q�¶�V���J�D�V-metal matrix process, 
photoremediation, ZIPP fusion process, RIPPLE fission process, low-energy nuclear transmutation 
electrolytic cells, plasma induced/injected transmutation, Kervran reactions, recovery of uranium from 
incinerated low-level radioactive waste using super-critical CO2, AmoTerra process, geomelting can 
encase nuclear waste in glass that is harder than concrete and lasts 200,000 years, higher group 
symmetry electrodynamics, plasma gasification melting, e.coli �± Birmingham University, flame-free 
�L�Q�F�L�Q�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q���L�Q���D���F�D�W�D�O�\�]�H�U�����-�R�K�Q���+�X�W�F�K�L�V�R�Q�¶�V���U�D�\�J�X�Q�����I�X�V�L�R�Q-fission hybrid reactor, �µ�R�U�D�Q�X�U���H�I�I�H�F�W�¶���P�H�W�K�R�G, 
graphene oxide, thorium reactor, bacteria neutralizes liquid nuclear waste, and low-energy nuclear 
remediation with ultra-low momentum neutron generator. 
 
Gary Vesperman, 533 Tara Court, Boulder City, Nevada 89005-1152    702-435-7947               
garyvesperman@yahoo.com          padrak.com/vesperman          commutefaster.com/vesperman.html 
http://the-door.net/the-colorado-center/radioactivity-neutralization-methods-and-more/    
�³�*�D�O�O�H�U�\���R�I���&�O�H�D�Q���(�Q�H�U�J�\���,�Q�Y�H�Q�W�L�R�Q�V�´���H�[�K�L�E�L�W���S�G�I���± https://app.box.com/v/CLEANENERGYEXHIBIT.  
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July 16, 2020 
 
Bureau of Reclamation   
 
Please include the following comment in the Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 
 
I have designed an exhibit "Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions" that is linked at padrak.com/vesperman. The 
caption is 
 
 
The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions exhibits profiles of 22 Larger Generators, 34 Smaller Generators, 26 
Advanced Self-Powered Electric Vehicle Innovations, 29 Radioactivity Neutralization Methods, 29 Space 
Travel Innovations, 20 Technical Solutions to Water Shortages, and a Torsion Field School Network. The 
exhibit also includes 49 movie posters and 88 colorful Hubble Space Telescope images. The exhibit can be 
installed in conventions, festivals, and any suitable public buildings such as universities, city halls, museums, 
shopping malls, and libraries. 
 
 
The exhibit is also linked in commutefaster.com/vesperman.html. 
 
A shorter more printable version with page numbers but without exhibit setup details nor movie posters is 
linked at https://app.box.com/v/CLEANENERGYEXHIBIT. 
 
Development and deployment of some of these clean energy inventions would yield significant environmental 
and economic benefits. 
 
�3�H�U�W�L�Q�H�Q�W���W�R���W�K�H���S�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���/�D�N�H���3�R�Z�H�O�O���3�L�S�H�O�L�Q�H���L�V���W�K�H���H�[�K�L�E�L�W�¶�V���J�U�R�X�S���R�I���������7�H�F�K�Q�L�F�D�O���6�R�O�X�W�Lons to Water 
Shortages. Each of these water inventions should be proactively investigated and implemented where practical. 
I have little doubt that some of these water inventions would be far less costly than the $1.7 billion cost of the 
Lake Powell Pipeline. 
 
The more promising water inventions include: 
 

Air Wells  
 
Everywhere on Earth, even in deserts, the surrounding atmosphere contains at least some water. The quantity of 
water vapor contained within the air is commonly reported as a relative humidity, and this depends on 
temperature �± warmer air can contain more water vapor than cooler air. When air is cooled to the dew point, it 
becomes saturated, and moisture will condense on a suitable surface. An air well is a structure or device that 
collects water by promoting the condensation of moisture from air. 
 
Designs for air wells are many and varied as reflected in that at least five dozen patents have been issued. 
Active collectors collect water in the same way as a dehumidifier. Although the designs work well, they require 
an inexpensive source of electricity to be practical. New, innovative designs seek to minimize the energy 
requirements of active condensers or make use of renewable energy resources.  
 
�.�L�H�Y�����8�N�U�D�L�Q�H�¶�V��I. N. Frantsevich Institute of Problems of Materials Sciences has developed specially designed 
capacitors which absorb energy when subjected to a flow of electrical current �± producing a cooling effect. All 
other known materials generate heat from electric current. Temperatures of -259 degrees Fahrenheit have been 
produced.  
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The leads from a 9-volt battery are attached to the corners of a tarot card-sized flat black sample of this 
material. Within 20 seconds, a layer of ice crystals covers the top surface. Within 30 seconds, a continuous 
cloud of frozen ice crystals begins to pour off the upper surface of the suspended card. This material could be 
used to extract abundant water from air with small amounts of electricity.  
 
The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions includes approximately three dozen candidate generators that could 
provide cheap electricity for air wells. Generator/air well combos could be installed in the immediate vicinity of 
buildings, farms and other water users. 
 

Hydrosonic Pump 
 
The hydrosonic pump is a mechanical rotating machine which converts plain water to steam at zero pressure 
without the need for hot surfaces and consequently without the buildup of scale. The process seems to be 
actually a form of fusion where collapsing microscopic bubbles momentarily create extremely high pressures 
and temperatures. This controlled cavitation generates shock waves. The effect is immediate when the shaft 
rotates in contrast to boilers which often take hours to reach boiling temperatures. The efficiency of conversion 
of mechanical energy into heat energy is around 130%.  
 
One application is to use a windmill to turn the shaft. Out of the nozzle emanates steam which drives a steam 
turbine to produce electricity. The steam then enters a condenser from which can be obtained potable water and 
hot water for space heating. The hydrosonic pump can also desalinate sea water and mineralized underground 
water.  

 

  
 

Primary Water  
 
Japanese laboratory experiments have shown that there may be up to five times more water deep underground 
than in all the oceans, lakes and rivers combined. Enormous quantities of pure virgin water can be located with 
the aid of dowsing and withdrawn from crystalline rocks �± particularly hard desert rocks. Primary water 
originates through chemical processes deep within the earth.  
 
Locating sources of primary water promising enough to justify the expense of drilling usually starts with 
dowsing and observation of geological and biological indicators generally associated with sources of primary 
water. Ground electrical resistivity measuring methods often help pinpoint narrow, conductive fractures in the 
underlying bedrock which serve as conduits for water generated at depth.  
 

NASA engineers solved B , 

with Hydro Dynam,cs' fOIOI 

Hydrosonic Pump lll The ! 
produce microscopic bub 
buildup of unpunttes (scale 
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A mining engineer has successfully located and drilled over 75 primary water wells in arid East Africa.  

 
 
Near Damascus, Syria there is a spring 
which resembles an underground river 
several meters across which flows up and 
out of a limestone formation. Its total flow 
has averaged about 132 ,000 gallons per 
minute at least since Roman times.  
 
Fifty miles northeast of Las Vegas the very 
short Muddy River apparently originates as 
beautifully clear primary water (shown in the 
photo).  

 
 
In Boulder City, Nevada where I live there is a ridge along the north side of Boulder City. East of the top end of 
the zip line there is a fault between red rocks and black rocks. Well drilling equipment could be hauled up a 
road to the fault. It seems possible a well can be drilled down to a source of abundant pure primary water. 
 
There may be other candidate locations in Utah and Nevada that seem to justify scouting as possible primary 
water wells. I can provide the name and phone number of the mining engineer who knows how to locate 
potential primary water wells. 
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Atmospheric Water Generation 
 
An unlimited supply of fresh water in the form of water vapor is present in the atmosphere. The Atmospheric 
Water Generation (AWG) process comprises of adding post-processing units to existing air conditioners and 
refrigeration units to produce potable water. The AWG business uses refrigeration processes to cause water to 
condense onto cold surfaces. The water is collected and processed for human consumption. The AWG units are 
functionally identical to air conditioners, dehumidifiers, freezers, etc. These other systems that condense water 
vapor typically waste the collected water. The AWG process adds a post-processing unit to a typical air 
conditioner to produce clean water made acceptable for human consumption. The AWG process is better than 
other forms of producing potable water such as rivers, lakes, wells, processed sea water, etc.  

  
 
 
At the bottom of padrak.com/vesperman is a 'grand' business plan for an inventions discovery, evaluation, 
development and deployment organization.  
 
Gary Vesperman 
533 Tara Court 
Boulder City, NV 89005-1152 
702-435-7947 
garyvesperman@yahoo.com 
padrak.com/vesperman 
commutefaster.com/vesperman.html 
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From: Jill Berglund <jillberglund@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 11:17 AM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] STOP LAKE POWELL PIPELINE 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Please do not build the Lake Powell pipeline.  Do not want another Phoenix or Las Vegas to live 
in.  

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

I r 
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0454-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Jimi Kestin <jimikestin@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 6:02 PM 
To: LPP, BOR-sha-PRO 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 
Attachments: Jimi Kestin EIS Letter.docx 
 

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.   

 

Greetings;  
 Please see the attached letter to express my support for the Lake Powell Pipeline project which 
is critical to our future in Southern Utah. Thank you 
 
Jimi Kestin 
(435)669-9070 

I 
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0455-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































